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Senate 
The Senate met at 3 p.m. and was 

called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 

f 

PRAYER 
The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-

fered the following prayer: 
Let us pray. 
Almighty God, make us instruments 

of Your love. Lord, use our Senators 
today as ambassadors of reconciliation. 
Direct them in their work, surrounding 
them with Your gracious love. Let all 
their plans and purposes be in accord-
ance with Your holy will. May they de-
sire to serve You and country with 
faithfulness. 

Lord, enlighten them with Your wis-
dom so they will find solutions to the 
problems that challenge our Nation 
and world. Make them good stewards of 
their calling, guiding them to use their 
influence for Your glory. 

We pray in Your gracious Name. 
Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The President pro tempore led the 

Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 
I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 

United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under 

the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 

The Senator from Hawaii. 
Ms. HIRONO. Mr. President, I suggest 

the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
HIRONO). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized. 

f 

BUILD BACK BETTER PLAN 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, 
last week, President Biden unveiled a 
framework for his Build Back Better 
plan that will make historic invest-
ments to help millions of working- and 
middle-class families achieve the 
American dream in the 21st century 
while taking new and bold steps to 
tackle the climate crisis. 

Over the weekend, I continued dili-
gent, assiduous negotiations with my 
Senate colleagues, the Speaker, and 
the White House as Congress prepares 
to take action on the President’s pro-
posals. We are still talking and work-
ing through important details and 
making good progress, and I want to 
thank all my colleagues for their dili-
gence, their expertise, and their com-
mitment to getting something done. 

As I have always said, nobody is 
going to get everything they want in 
the deal, but we will have some things 
that everyone wants. Even as legisla-
tive text continues to get finalized, the 
framework itself already contains very, 
very good and important things that 
will make a tremendous difference in 
the lives of the American people. It 
will help the middle class stay in the 
middle class. It will help those strug-
gling to get to the middle class get 
there a little more easily. It will really 
help Americans in ways that Wash-
ington has not helped Americans in 
quite a few years. 

One way it will help is childcare. 
Tens of millions of American families 
struggle with the unaffordable cost of 
taking care of their children. For some 
families, childcare can cost over $10,000 
a year, forcing parents to make the 
painful choice between going to work 
and looking after their kids. The con-
sequences for our economy, with its 

shortage of workers, for parents, and 
for our kids are severe and long-last-
ing. 

The framework, with its historic in-
vestments in childcare and universal 
pre-K, would finally—finally—provide 
working- and middle-class families 
with the urgently needed help they 
need so parents, particularly women, 
can enter the workplace, earn a living, 
and not worry about whether their kids 
are being well taken care of. 

The President’s framework also 
makes long-overdue progress in the 
fight against climate change. It con-
tains the largest investment to address 
the climate crisis in American history. 

American families from one coast to 
the other are in desperate need of relief 
from the consequences of climate 
change. Wildfires in the West make it 
harder for people to breathe, especially 
those with conditions like asthma. 
Flooding in the Midwest destroys crops 
and homes and local economies and 
poisons fragile ecosystems and even 
the safety of drinking water. Extreme 
storms in the winter make it harder for 
those without proper heating to stay 
safe, as we saw tragically in Texas. Of 
course, the hurricanes and tropical 
storms on the east coast have caused 
regular flooding, the likes of which we 
haven’t seen in a long time occurring 
as recently in the Mid-Atlantic as this 
weekend. 

We have an opportunity—a real op-
portunity—to take unprecedented ac-
tion to protect Americans against 
these threats. While there will be so 
much more to do, this is a bold step in 
the right direction. As the President 
spoke before the world today in Glas-
gow, his framework is proof the United 
States is ready to once again lead by 
example against the greatest existen-
tial crisis of our time. 

There is so much more to like in this 
framework. As I have said repeatedly, 
when this bill is passed, it will be fully 
paid for and reduce—reduce—infla-
tionary pressures—something that has 
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been affirmed by many, many econo-
mists. It will be fully paid for and, at 
the same time, will reduce some of the 
bottlenecks and high costs that people 
have. It will lower people’s costs in 
many ways. Particularly, we are mak-
ing regular progress to lower prescrip-
tion drug prices as we work to refine 
the agreement. 

The framework will also make 
healthcare more affordable, cut taxes 
for working and middle-class Ameri-
cans, and most importantly, provide 
long-sought ladders for families to 
climb up to the middle class and give 
them the stability needed to stay in 
the middle class once they get there. 

It will lower costs for people in many 
different ways—one of our main goals. 
This will be just what the American 
people need, and it will not be—will not 
be—inflationary. 

So the announcement last week from 
the President brought us one step clos-
er toward our goal of delivering help to 
the American people at every stage of 
their lives. We are going to keep work-
ing this week to get this legislation 
over the finish line. Democrats are 
committed to rewarding the trust that 
the American people have placed in us. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 

Mr. SCHUMER. Now, Madam Presi-
dent, on judges and nominations, last 
week, the Senate confirmed seven— 
seven—more judges to serve lifetime 
appointments on the Federal bench. 

Just about all of them were people of 
color; all but two were women. Among 
them were more Federal defenders, 
civil rights lawyers, election experts. 
They will bring sorely needed diversity 
to the judiciary—not just personal di-
versity or demographic diversity, as 
important as that is, but professional 
diversity as well, adding to the breadth 
and width and depth of knowledge pos-
sessed by the courts. 

It is no longer a bench that we are 
appointing that is simply prosecutors 
or partners in large law firms, but 
many, many others from walks of life 
with different and needed perspectives 
on the Federal bench. 

Today, we are going to pick up right 
where we left off. Later this afternoon, 
we will vote to confirm Beth Robinson, 
of Vermont, to serve on the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the Second Circuit, and 
Toby Heytens to serve on the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Fourth Cir-
cuit. 

A former clerk to the late Justice 
Ginsburg, Mr. Heytens is a veteran of 
the Justice Department and is the cur-
rent Solicitor General of the Common-
wealth of Virginia. He is regarded by 
both sides of the aisle as a superbly 
skilled lawyer and an impartial think-
er. 

In Justice Robinson, who has spent 10 
distinguished years on the Vermont 
State Supreme Court, the Senate is 
presented with another experienced, 
dedicated, and historic nominee. She 
would be the very first openly gay 

woman to serve not just in the Second 
Circuit, but in any Federal circuit 
court in the country—another barrier 
torn down in the halls of justice. We 
are proud of tearing down those bar-
riers and making the bench more inclu-
sive and more like America. I look for-
ward to her confirmation today. 

In the weeks and months to come, 
Senate Democrats will continue press-
ing ahead to bring balance back to our 
Federal courts with diverse, main-
stream, qualified, and impartial ju-
rists. 

f 

JOHN R. LEWIS VOTING RIGHTS 
ADVANCEMENT ACT 

Mr. SCHUMER. Now, Madam Presi-
dent, on the John R. Lewis Voting 
Rights Advancement Act and cloture, 
the fight to protect our democracy 
from voter suppression and election 
subversion continues in the U.S. Sen-
ate. Later this evening, I will file clo-
ture on the motion to proceed to the 
John R. Lewis Voting Rights Advance-
ment Act, setting up a vote to take 
place on Wednesday. 

This bill, which my friends, Senators 
LEAHY and DURBIN, worked assiduously 
to put together, will restore the key 
protections of the Voting Rights Act— 
the crowning achievement of the civil 
rights era—that were wrongly gutted 
in one of the worst decisions the Su-
preme Court has made in a long time— 
in 2013, the Shelby decision—done by a 
conservative majority on the Court. 

Specifically, the John R. Lewis Vot-
ing Rights Advancement Act would up-
date the preclearance protections that 
prohibited States with records of voter 
suppression from making changes to 
election law without Federal approval. 

Recent history makes absolutely 
clear that we need these protections on 
the books. Thanks to the Shelby deci-
sion, we now live in an era of increased 
voter suppression in the United States. 
After that decision, States like Texas 
and North Carolina, sadly, sprang into 
action to make it harder for minority, 
younger, and lower income people to 
vote. Many more States followed years 
later, and we are suffering the con-
sequences of that decision to this day. 

Few of the Justices had thought, I 
believe, that we didn’t need these 
preclearances because there is no more 
voter discrimination. Lord, were they 
wrong. We must reverse their awful 
Shelby decision. 

If there is anything that merits de-
bate here in the Senate, it is protecting 
the precious right of Americans to par-
ticipate in our elections. Since its 
original passage, the Voting Rights Act 
has been updated five times—five 
times—with support from both Demo-
crats and Republicans. We should, like-
wise, proceed this time around on this 
time-honored measure. 

I want to make clear: If the Senate 
votes to proceed on to the John R. 
Lewis Voting Rights Advancement Act, 
I am prepared to offer a full-fledged de-
bate befitting this great Chamber. Re-

publicans will be given the chance to 
raise their objections, to offer amend-
ments, and to make changes to the bill. 
I know that both parties have serious 
disagreements on this important issue, 
so we want to hear from the other side 
what they propose. But for that to hap-
pen, we need to start debate first; we 
need to vote to allow the Senate to 
work through its process; we need 60 
votes simply to say we will debate this 
issue. We will get a chance to see what 
happens this week. 

Time is really getting short for the 
Senate to take action on voting rights 
before Americans go to the polls in the 
2022 elections. It is essential that we 
restore preclearance protections before 
the start of next year, when States are 
set to consider another round of re-
strictive voting rights laws when their 
legislative sessions start in the spring. 

Indeed, the dangerous and draconian 
Republican laws we have seen in 2021 
are only the beginning if this body 
doesn’t take action, and they are a 
very serious threat to our democracy— 
one of the greatest threats to democ-
racy that has come around in a long 
time. 

So I hope both parties will proceed on 
legislation that has long enjoyed bipar-
tisan support in this Chamber. Our de-
mocracy demands we act. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re-
publican leader is recognized. 

f 

BORDER SECURITY 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
well, the American people are hurting. 
Inflation just hit another 30-year 
record high. Families are paying sky-
rocketing prices for everyday needs. 
The murder rate across the country 
just recorded its biggest jump ever. 

But here is what the Biden adminis-
tration has focused on: handing out 
six-figure and seven-figure payments to 
illegal immigrants. 

A few years back, liberal interest 
groups started trying to sue the U.S. 
Government on behalf of illegal immi-
grants. They wanted American tax-
payers to pay out legal damages be-
cause of the conditions some people 
faced as they tried to break into our 
country illegally. 

As a legal matter, these lawsuits 
were borderline frivolous. Our govern-
ment was all but certain to win the 
suits, but this administration wants to 
stand down and voluntarily pay out 
massive damages: ‘‘The U.S. Depart-
ments of Justice, Homeland Security, 
and Health and Human Services are 
considering payments that could 
amount to close to $1 million a fam-
ily’’—$1 million a family, about a half 
a million dollars per adult, and about a 
half a million dollars more per child. 

American families are having to anx-
iously budget for gas and groceries, but 
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President Biden wants to literally 
make millionaires out of people who 
have violated Federal law. 

What could be more unfair and un-
just to law-abiding, tax-paying Amer-
ican citizens? 

And talk about yet another massive 
incentive for more and more people to 
come here illegally: On President 
Biden’s watch, we have already seen an 
alltime high in illegal border crossings, 
combined with a decade low in arrests 
in the interior. 

So Democrats have already created a 
major border crisis, and now they want 
to cut seven-figure checks to illegal 
border crossers? 

Democrats are already trying to send 
monthly welfare payments to people 
who are here illegally. That is in the 
reckless taxing-and-spending spree 
they are putting together behind closed 
doors. 

But who needs $300 a month when 
President Biden wants to send these 
folks $450,000 per person? 

That is four and a half times the pay-
ment that the Department of Defense 
sends to the survivors of servicemem-
bers who were killed in action. Fallen 
troops’ families get $100,000 from the 
Pentagon. But the Biden administra-
tion wants to give illegal immigrants 
$450,000? 

This is an especially extreme exam-
ple of a big error that Democrats con-
tinue to make over and over again. 

The left mistakenly thinks that a 
compassionate border means a weak 
border. They think compassion re-
quires weakness—weak security, weak 
enforcement, weak on upholding the 
rule of law. And now, apparently, we 
are a cruel country unless we hand out 
a million dollars per family to illegal 
immigrants who sue America. 

But the entire concept is dead wrong. 
It is not compassion to lure people 
from all over the world through dan-
gerous journeys with the promise of 
open-borders socialism. In fact, the 
government paying out six-figure sums 
that multiply with every additional 
child in tow will only incentivize the 
riskiest and most dangerous kinds of 
illegal immigration. We will be guaran-
teeing that even more children are 
dragged along the dangerous journey. 

Honestly, this absurd idea feels like a 
satirical policy proposal that Repub-
licans would have invented to make a 
parody out of the radical left. Oh, and 
the next thing you know, they will be 
sending out million-dollar checks to il-
legal immigrants. But this is literally 
what the Biden administration wants 
to do, according to reports that they 
have not denied. 

Out in the real world, American fam-
ilies already have enough reasons to 
worry about the administration’s 
spending habits. The inflation kicked 
off by Democrats’ springtime binge has 
wiped out wage gains and made family 
budgets even harder to square. 

One recent report on soaring food 
prices included this quote from a shop-
per out in Indiana: ‘‘You have to pick 

and choose. Before, you didn’t have to 
do that. You could just go in and buy a 
week or two’s worth of food. Now, I can 
barely buy one week’s worth.’’ 

That is a sobering reality that too 
many Americans are dealing with, and 
it isn’t limited to the grocery store. 
Folks in my hometown of Louisville 
have seen gas prices jump a full dollar 
in the past year. Feeding a family is 
getting harder. Filling up the tank is 
getting harder. Even heating a home 
this winter is shaping up to be 30 per-
cent more expensive than last year. 

Even during a time of calm and pros-
perity, writing million-dollar checks to 
illegal immigrants would be an insult 
to American families, but it is 10 times 
more insulting at a time like this, 
when Democrats’ policies are forcing so 
many households to tighten their belts. 

These are the same Democrats who 
are putting finishing touches on yet 
another multimillion dollar—multitril-
lion dollar reckless taxing-and-spend-
ing spree. So in the days and weeks 
ahead, when the far left tries to sell 
America on historic inflationary spend-
ing, historic tax hikes, and more 
micromanaging of American life by 
politicians, just remember, these are 
the same politicians who have proposed 
giving millions of dollars of taxpayers’ 
money to people who broke Federal law 
to enter our country. 

The same people who think that is a 
great idea want license to transform 
our entire economy. 

Look around. I am not sure how 
much more of this transformation 
American families can stomach. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session and resume 
consideration of the following nomina-
tion, which the clerk will report. 

The bill clerk read the nomination of 
Jonathan Davidson, of Maryland, to be 
Deputy Under Secretary of the Treas-
ury. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority whip. 

NOMINATION OF TOBY J. HEYTENS 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, 
today, the Senate will vote to confirm 
Toby Heytens to serve on the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Fourth Cir-
cuit. 

He is an accomplished appellate ad-
vocate, with a depth of experience and 
a fair-mindedness that would make 
him an asset to the Fourth Circuit. He 
started as a clerk on the Third Circuit, 
completed a prestigious fellowship at 
the Justice Department’s Office of the 

Solicitor General, and then he clerked 
for Ruth Bader Ginsburg. Not a bad re-
sume. 

After a few years in private practice, 
Mr. Heytens rejoined the Justice De-
partment as an assistant to the Solic-
itor General. Most recently, he was So-
licitor General for the Commonwealth 
of Virginia. 

He is a distinguished academic— 
taught at Cornell Law School, joined 
the faculty at UVA Law School, co-
directed the Supreme Court Litigation 
Clinic. 

Mr. Heytens has personally argued 10 
cases before the U.S. Supreme Court— 
there aren’t many people who can say 
that—and handled the briefing in more 
than 50 other cases before the Court, 
and the breadth of these cases is im-
pressive. 

With such credentials, it is not sur-
prising he enjoys the strong support of 
Senators KAINE and WARNER. 

He has been unanimously rated ‘‘well 
qualified’’ by the American Bar Asso-
ciation, and his nomination is sup-
ported by leaders in the legal commu-
nity, including three former Repub-
lican Solicitors General under Presi-
dent George W. Bush. 

He is a dedicated public servant. I 
will be voting for him, and I hope my 
colleagues will join me. 

COVID–19 
Madam President, on another mat-

ter, this weekend saw the happy return 
of a tradition in many neighborhoods. 

Last night, my senatorial assignment 
was to be at the front door of my home 
in Springfield, IL, and pass out candy 
to the trick-or-treaters. 

After a year off because of COVID, 
Halloween was back. We had at least 
80, maybe 100, kids show up, and they 
were all having a great time, as we all 
remember our own youth. 

What a difference vaccines can make. 
Slowly but surely, we are putting this 
pandemic behind us. And after a dif-
ficult year-plus of remote learning, 
kids are going back to school across 
America. 

Three days ago, we received some 
long-awaited news that will enable par-
ents to breathe another sigh of relief 
and allow children to be safely vac-
cinated. The FDA authorized Pfizer 
vaccinations for kids between ages 5 
and 11. 

While it is true that healthy children 
generally are at lower risk from this 
virus, they are not immune, and test-
ing had to take place, and it has taken 
place. The new lower-dose COVID vac-
cine can protect our kids—and 
grandkids, I might add. And I want to 
do everything I can to make sure that 
happens. 

I usually tell the story, which dates 
me, but I know the reality of my im-
pression on those who are watching. I 
have been around a few years, and I re-
member in the 1950s, when we were 
scared to death of polio, and along 
came Jonas Salk—God bless his mem-
ory—with a new vaccine, and we all 
lined up, rolled up our sleeves, and got 
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a shot, and there wasn’t a question 
asked. 

We saw the ravages of polio—the iron 
lungs, the crippled children, and some 
who lost their lives—and we did what 
we should do: we followed our parents’ 
guidance, got the vaccinations. We vir-
tually eliminated polio in America as a 
result of it. 

We have got to do the same thing, 
when it comes to COVID, for children. 

The new COVID vaccine for young 
children is just the latest proof that 
President Biden’s leadership and ef-
forts are working. 

Not one Republican, I might add, not 
one, could see their way to vote for 
President Biden’s American Rescue 
Plan. It was that same rescue plan 
which set up the program across Amer-
ica to administer vaccines. 

Where would we be today if we were 
still struggling to do that? 

I want to thank the Biden adminis-
tration for that leadership. We are 
starting to see good results, despite the 
Delta variant. And I think that we can 
see at least the possibility of putting 
this pandemic behind us. But I hope 
more people will get vaccinated so that 
that will happen sooner rather than 
later. 

Every week—and I have noticed— 
some of our Republican colleagues, in-
cluding their leader, come to this floor 
to propose undercutting commonsense 
vaccine policies that exist to protect 
our Nation. These Senators, to my 
knowledge, have all been vaccinated; 
yet, when it comes to the mistruths 
and distortions about vaccinations, 
they are strangely silent. I think we 
know why. 

Apparently, they think pitting Amer-
icans against each other is good poli-
tics, but it may be good politics one 
day and bad public health for a long 
time. It is corrosive to our public spir-
it. America is strongest when we are 
united. 

We will no doubt hear our Republican 
colleagues cheer on the small minority 
of police and firefighters in cities like 
New York and Chicago, who continue 
to refuse to get vaccinated, despite 
mandates. 

Here is a number that we should keep 
in mind, those of us who say, and I 
count myself as one, that we respect 
law enforcement and want them to be 
strong and safe—last year, five times 
more law enforcement officers died of 
COVID than died of gun violence. 

Let me repeat that. Last year, five 
times more policemen died of COVID 
than died from gun violence. 

COVID is the No. 1 killer of law en-
forcement officers in America today. 
And so when we talk about being on 
the side of the police, and you want to 
save their lives—I sure do. I want them 
to be safe on the job, but I also want 
them to be vaccinated so that they 
don’t succumb to the illnesses that fol-
low when they are not. 

If you care about police safety—if 
you really care about police safety, put 
this pandemic behind us once and for 

all and get vaccinated, and speak up 
when people decide, on FOX TV and 
others, to peddle this anti-vax quack-
ery that we see too often. 

THE ECONOMY 
Madam President, on a related mat-

ter, when I listen to our Republican 
colleagues’ rail on the economy, I am 
reminded of the old saying, attributed 
to H.L. Mencken, that: ‘‘For every 
complex problem, there is an answer 
that is simply easy—and wrong.’’ 

Four years ago, Republicans used the 
Senate’s reconciliation rules to pass 
the Trump tax cuts. They didn’t get a 
single Democratic vote. 

Why? Because those tax cuts bene-
fited the wealthiest people in America 
and the most profitable corporations. 

So did it cost us anything? Did we 
make money on that as a nation? 

It cost us $1.9 trillion over 10 years. 
That was Republican reconciliation 4 
years ago. That is more than President 
Biden is now proposing for his entire 
slate of programs to ease the financial 
squeeze on working families and create 
millions of good jobs and protect our 
Nation from the dangers of climate 
change. 

All the wailing and gnashing of teeth 
we are hearing from Republicans about 
deficits and debt? Where in the heck 
were they during the Trump years, 
when the debt went up 36 percent? 

They were all voting for it. 
Of course, now that President Biden 

is onboard, they are really deficit 
hawks. They have changed overnight. 
Well, you should have heard them dur-
ing the Trump years, if they are sin-
cere and honest. 

Our Republican colleagues moan on 
and on about inflation. All Americans 
are concerned about that. The Senator 
from Kentucky pointed out the reality. 

I filled my truck up with gas over the 
weekend. It is more expensive. 

What is causing all that? 
Well, part of it is we have no control 

over the price. The OPEC nations and 
others are determining what the price 
levels will be. And other things are 
part of it as well, yes. 

Heating bills are going to go up this 
winter. When I talk to the people in 
the natural gas industry, they talk 
about the problems that they had. 
When the economy slumped during the 
pandemic, the production of natural 
gas went down, the storage of it went 
down, the price went up, and that is 
what we are paying for today. 

So the pandemic itself has had an im-
pact on our economy, which we cannot 
and should not ignore. 

The pandemic closed down the global 
economy and sent demand for many 
products soaring. Getting back to nor-
mal is just going to take some time, 
and it will take thoughtful action, not 
political potshots. 

To our Republican friends: If you are 
really concerned about the economic 
strain on middle-class and working 
families, you have got an opportunity 
to prove it this week. 

President Biden’s Build Back Better 
agenda is moving forward. A vote to 

give 35 million families enhanced child 
tax credits will help them meet the 
cost of living and save them hundreds, 
maybe thousands, of dollars a year. 

A vote for good, free, early childhood 
education for every kid in America will 
put hundreds, even thousands of dollars 
more back in the hands of parents. 

And unlike the Trump tax cuts, the 
Build Back Better agenda is paid for. 
That is right. We pay for it. We are not 
adding to the deficit, and no one earn-
ing less than $400,000 a year will face 
higher taxes to pay for the Build Back 
Better agenda. 

And then there is the issue of climate 
change. I am joining a group that 
hopes we can go to Glasgow, Scotland, 
for this climate conference the Presi-
dent is attending today, and we hope 
that a bipartisan group delegation 
from the Senate can go at the end of 
this week, and I am looking forward to 
that possibility. 

We are paying so much money out, 
almost on a weekly basis, for weather- 
related disasters. Hurricane Ida, this 
year, cost us $100 billion in damage. 
One storm cost roughly twice as much 
as we proposed to spend the whole year 
in reducing the harm of climate change 
for all America. 

We need to work together to create a 
win for the American people and for 
our planet, and wouldn’t it be nice if it 
were bipartisan for a change? 

IMMIGRATION 
Madam President, let me say a word 

about Senator MCCONNELL’s comments. 
I sit here and wonder: What can he say 
next? 

Well, today, he took the cake. Appar-
ently, he was suggesting that we have 
a plan to give every undocumented per-
son in America—was it a million dol-
lars or a half a million dollars? 

It is laughable to hear that kind of 
suggestion. 

Remember when the caravans were 
bringing thousands and thousands and 
it didn’t happen? 

Now, there is some notion by the 
Senator from Kentucky that Joe Biden 
has a plan to give every undocumented 
person a million dollars. I mean, you 
would say to yourself: Did you keep a 
straight face when you said that? Ap-
parently, he did. And I will just tell 
you that the plans I have been sup-
porting would put these people to work 
in America, paying taxes—paying their 
fair share of taxes, and that is impor-
tant if we want to get this economy 
straight and get the workers we need 
back on the job. 

So I would suggest to the Senator 
from Kentucky, a million dollars for an 
undocumented person in America? I 
think you have gone a little bit beyond 
the pale with that comment. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Iowa. 
CYBER SECURITY 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, 
earlier this month, Senator ERNST and 
I sent a letter to Secretary Mayorkas 
asking the Secretary to address the 
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devastating cyber attacks conducted 
on our national agricultural sector. 

Agriculture is designated as one of 
the country’s 16 critical infrastructure 
industries but historically has not re-
ceived robust cyber security support 
from our government. Attacks from 
foreign cyber criminals are threatening 
both the livelihood of our farmers and 
the security of the food that we eat. 

Last month, NEW Cooperative, an 
Iowa grain co-op, was the target of 
BlackMatter, a Russian cyber criminal 
cell. The cyber attack shut down sys-
tems that control crop irrigation, live-
stock feed schedules, and inventory 
distribution. NEW Cooperative com-
prises about 40 percent of the grain dis-
tribution in our country. The co-op 
narrowly managed to avert a crash in 
grain prices without paying a $5.9 mil-
lion ransom. 

These attacks are not limited to just 
large distributors. The Russian group 
BlackByte claimed it attacked Farm-
ers Cooperative Elevator Company, an 
Iowa grain co-op with just four loca-
tions. BlackByte is threatening to re-
lease 100 gigabytes of sensitive data, 
including financial, sales, and account-
ing information, if a ransom is not 
paid. 

The extent of the damage from the 
NEW Cooperative and the Farmers Co-
operative Elevator Company attacks is 
not isolated to the grain market. Feed 
from these co-ops sustain more than 11 
million head of livestock. 

These attacks affect the supply chain 
that puts food on the shelves of grocery 
stores all across our country. As Iowa 
farmers adopt new technologies to get 
their crops to market, their exposure 
grows to similar attacks. 

These two ransomware attacks are 
only the latest in a very long line of 
cyber attacks on our critical infra-
structure this year. In July, a Miami- 
based software provider was attacked, 
which resulted in trickle-down effects 
to thousands of organizations. In June, 
JBS Foods—that happens to be the 
world’s largest meat processing com-
pany—that company was attacked, 
shutting down nine meat packing 
plants in the United States. In May, 
Colonial Pipeline was shut down for 11 
days, resulting in buying panics and 
shortages. 

While many cyber attacks originate 
from Russia, attacks have also come 
from other countries. Earlier this year, 
the Biden administration formally 
blamed China for a massive hack of the 
Microsoft Exchange email server. The 
hackers responsible appeared to work 
directly for China’s Ministry of State 
Security. Estimates range as high as 
250,000 victims in that attack. 

In July, the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee, where I serve as ranking mem-
ber, held a hearing at my request look-
ing at how to prevent and respond to 
ransomware attacks. During this hear-
ing, witnesses testified that the De-
partment of Homeland Security would 
be identifying and hardening critical 
points of failure. However, it is clear 

that their actions up to now have not 
deterred criminals from targeting the 
U.S. agricultural industry. 

Now, farmers might be only 2 percent 
of the U.S. population, but they pro-
vide food for the other 98 percent. 
Their job—the 2 percent of the people 
in this country—is no small task. 
Keeping Americans fed is very impor-
tant. 

There is an old quote that goes some-
thing like this: ‘‘There are only nine 
meals between mankind and anarchy.’’ 
The quote is key to understanding the 
importance of keeping our agricultural 
supply chain safe and secure. 

I want to thank my colleague Sen-
ator ERNST for joining me today in 
calling attention to this ongoing na-
tional security concern because agri-
cultural security is national security. 
It is time that we do more to protect 
this critical sector of agriculture. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

HICKENLOOPER). The Senator from 
Iowa. 

Ms. ERNST. Thank you, Mr. Presi-
dent. I also want to thank my senior 
Senator from our great State of Iowa 
for his wonderful contributions to our 
agriculture sector. This is an ex-
tremely important topic that we are 
bringing to the floor today, the threat 
of agriculture ransomware. 

From grocery stores in Iowa to New 
York and every State in between, it is 
no secret that the price of groceries 
has drastically increased over the 
course of the past year. Combining 
that with the ongoing supply chain dis-
aster, it is even more apparent that the 
last thing we need is a cyber security 
attack that would shut down any of 
our agriculture production. 

Like many Iowans, I am increasingly 
concerned about the growing 
ransomware attacks on our Nation’s ag 
economy. In a 2019 report, researchers 
from the University of Minnesota out-
lined the seriousness of the risk of 
cyber attacks to the American food 
and agriculture system. The report in-
dicated that American agriculture is 
extremely vulnerable due to outdated 
security, poor coordination among 
businesses, and lack of emphasis on 
cyber security within the industry. 

In June, the world’s largest meat 
processing company, JBS, was at-
tacked by a Russian-based operation. 
Nine U.S.-based meat packing plants 
temporarily shut down as a result of 
that attack, including the JBS pork 
processing plants in Marshalltown and 
Ottumwa, IA. 

Similarly, NEW Cooperative, an Iowa 
grain cooperative that controls 40 per-
cent of the grain distribution in our 
country, was recently targeted with a 
cyber attack by another Russian cyber 
crime. They attacked controlled crop 
irrigation, livestock feed schedules, 
and inventory distribution, and then 
they demanded $5.9 million in ransom. 

Another attack hit Farmers Coopera-
tive Elevator Company, based in Arca-
dia, IA. This was coordinated by an-

other Russian attacker, who threat-
ened to release sensitive data, includ-
ing financial, sales, and accounting in-
formation. 

This is a very serious warning sign 
for our ag industry. It is a problem 
primed to increase as farmers incor-
porate more technology into their 
daily lives. Precision agriculture, for 
example, has promising potential to 
fulfill increasing global food supply 
and demand while also improving our 
soil and water quality, but it demands 
heavy reliance on interconnected de-
vices and the internet, creating vulner-
ability. Attackers can exploit these 
vulnerabilities to remotely control and 
disrupt data flow, potentially causing 
devastating consequences, especially as 
farmers move their crops and their 
livestock to market. 

These attacks risk the livelihood of 
farmers and affect the supply chain 
that puts food on the shelves and on 
our families’ tables all across our coun-
try. That is why I believe 21st-century 
farming needs 21st-century solutions. 
The security, safety, and resiliency of 
our food supply chain is integral to the 
overall security of our Nation. 

The ag sector is designated as crit-
ical infrastructure, but historically, it 
has not received robust cyber security 
support from the government. 

Just recently, I joined Senator 
GRASSLEY in urging Secretary 
Mayorkas to address these ransomware 
attacks on agriculture and to leverage 
the Department’s resources to prepare 
for any future attacks. The Biden ad-
ministration outlined a new national 
security memorandum that would in-
clude cyber security as it relates to ag-
riculture, but the plan is voluntary and 
would severely limit its effectiveness. 
It is why I joined Senators GRASSLEY, 
STABENOW, and TESTER in an effort to 
get both the Secretary of Agriculture 
and the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services, who oversees the 
Food and Drug Administration, perma-
nent representation on the Committee 
on Foreign Investment in the United 
States. 

The legislation also adds new criteria 
to ensure that proposed transactions 
are reviewed specifically for their po-
tential impact on American food and 
agricultural systems. The increasing 
trend of foreign investment in our food 
and ag system should be met with care-
ful scrutiny in order to safeguard the 
security and safety of our food supply 
and, by extension, our Nation because, 
after all, food security is national secu-
rity. 

Again, I thank my senior Senator 
CHUCK GRASSLEY for leading these ef-
forts to protect our agriculture indus-
try, the livelihoods of Iowans, and ev-
eryone else who puts food on their 
table. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Iowa. 
LOCAL SCHOOL BOARDS 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Last week, Attor-
ney General Garland said something 
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very extraordinary. He said he would 
not withdraw his memo in which he in-
structed the FBI to get involved with 
local school boards. 

Why would the FBI be interested in 
parents’ meetings with their school 
board? If there is a reason for law en-
forcement to be involved, it is probably 
something local law enforcement can 
handle. 

So the direction will have the effect 
of intimidating parents who speak out 
about their children’s education. And 
make no mistake about it, we have 
heard those reports from the parents 
themselves. The Attorney General 
should then withdraw the memo. 

Here are the facts: 
No. 1, on September 29, the National 

School Boards Association sent a letter 
to President Biden asking for help from 
Federal law enforcement against con-
cerned parents who are getting in-
volved at local school board meetings. 
That letter compared parents to do-
mestic terrorists. It even suggested the 
PATRIOT Act should be used against 
them. Now, remember, the PATRIOT 
Act was passed 20 years ago, written to 
protect Americans against terrorists. 

Point No. 2: On October 4, Attorney 
General Garland put out a memo tell-
ing the FBI and other parts of the De-
partment of Justice to work with local 
governments on the supposed spike in 
harassment, intimidation, and threat 
of violence against local school boards. 
The National Security Division is in-
cluded as well, apparently because they 
deal with domestic terrorists and the 
PATRIOT Act. 

Attorney General Garland has since 
testified that he gave the Department 
of Justice this instruction because of 
what he read in the National School 
Boards Association letter to President 
Biden just 5 days earlier of when the 
memo was issued. This is an extraor-
dinary deployment of Federal law en-
forcement in local issues when we have 
problems—very big problems—like a 
historic murder surge and especially an 
open southern border. That latter, the 
southern border, you see the chaos and 
the crisis every day on television. 

From these two points, what have we 
learned since the memo was put out? 
First, we learned the White House 
helped write the original letter from 
the National School Boards Associa-
tion sent to the White House, not to 
the Department of Justice. Next, we 
learned that the State school board as-
sociations, affiliated with the national 
association, had nothing to do with 
putting together the letter. Over 20 of 
these State organizations have publicly 
disavowed the National School Boards 
Association’s letter that brought about 
this directive. 

Now, think about that. The White 
House helped write a letter to itself 
comparing parents who love their kids 
to domestic terrorists, but the actual 
members of the National School Boards 
Association had nothing to do with it. 

On October 22, the National School 
Boards Association actually apologized 

for its original letter that started this 
whole mess in the first place and was 
never even authorized by its own 
board. 

Meanwhile, 17 State attorneys gen-
eral have written to Attorney General 
Garland saying there has been no spike 
in violence against local school boards. 
So the idea that parents pose any sort 
of Federal threat to local school boards 
is all just simply made up by what 
looks to be the White House for polit-
ical purposes. 

Despite all that, the Attorney Gen-
eral says he will not change one thing 
about his memo telling the Depart-
ment of Justice to continue focusing 
on local school boards. That memo 
stands, as far as the Attorney General 
is concerned. 

Attorney General Garland says that 
he doesn’t see how it could be inter-
preted to mean the FBI will go after 
impassioned parents. He says there are 
lines in constitutional law that law en-
forcement can’t cross. Well, that is 
true, but he has been working with the 
Constitution his entire life. However, 
most parents and most school board 
members aren’t experts on the First 
Amendment. 

These parents are reading the Attor-
ney General’s own words to mean that 
when they speak passionately at local 
school board meetings, they could get 
in trouble with Federal officials. So 
parents are going to stop speaking up 
at local school board meetings, and 
that is what is known as a chilling ef-
fect. 

That might be what some at the 
White House or the National School 
Boards Association wanted all along, 
but it is a horrible thing for our democ-
racy, and it should never happen in the 
United States of America. 

Attorney General Garland has said 
he wants to depoliticize the Depart-
ment of Justice. Now, he wants Federal 
prosecutors parsing what parents say 
to their local school board members. 
This is because he thinks there is a dis-
turbing spike in violence by parents, 
but he is not actually sure if that is 
right. And this instruction is going to 
scare parents out of speaking their 
minds at local school board meetings. 
But the Attorney General won’t change 
his instructions to the FBI. 

Mr. Attorney General, parents are 
not domestic terrorists, and you have 
only one reasonable choice: Withdraw 
this memo and focus on the real 
threats and dangers that American 
citizens face. Stop being a pawn for the 
White House by politicizing the De-
partment of Justice. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Vermont. 
NOMINATION OF BETH ROBINSON 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, the Sen-
ate today is going to vote on the con-
firmation of Vermont’s own Justice 
Beth Robinson, a vote to confirm her 
to serve as a judge on the Second Cir-
cuit Court of Appeals. 

As an advocate, Beth Robinson has 
been rightfully hailed as a tireless 

champion for equal rights and equal 
justice, but more importantly, her 
record as a Vermont Supreme Court 
justice clearly demonstrates her fair-
ness, her impartiality, and loyalty to 
the rule of law above all else. 

We Vermonters overwhelmingly sup-
port her nomination, including elected 
officials—both Republicans and Demo-
crats—the entire Vermont Supreme 
Court, and the Vermont Bar Associa-
tion; they overwhelmingly support her. 

Justice Robinson will fill Vermont’s 
seat on the Second Circuit, and I be-
lieve she is the best, strongest can-
didate for this position. She deserves 
bipartisan support in this Senate, as 
she got last week on a vote. 

Beth Robinson was appointed to the 
Vermont Supreme Court by Governor 
Peter Shumlin in November 2011. To 
give you some idea of the bipartisan 
support she has had over the years, the 
Vermont Senate, Republicans and 
Democrats, have to vote on her nomi-
nation, and they voted unanimously to 
have her on the Vermont Supreme 
Court. 

All current Vermont Supreme Court 
justices, appointed by both Democratic 
and Republican Governors, have signed 
a letter supporting her nomination to 
the Second Circuit. For the past dec-
ade, she has served on the court honor-
ably. She has also participated in near-
ly 1,800 decisions. 

Now, I am a member of the Vermont 
bar, and I pay attention to what hap-
pens, and I see her tenure as being a 
display of a commitment to the rule of 
law. Her unwavering, decade-long dedi-
cation as a jurist and her loyalty to 
the law above all else has made Beth 
Robinson an outstanding Vermont Su-
preme Court justice. No Vermonter 
doubts she will carry that approach to 
justice with her in the Second Circuit. 

Let me talk a little bit about before 
she was on the bench. Prior to the time 
on the bench, Justice Robinson dedi-
cated her legal career to pursuing lib-
erty and justice for all. She spent the 
beginning of her legal career defending 
workers’ rights and advancing dis-
crimination cases. It was during this 
time that she worked pro bono as co-
counsel to the plaintiffs in the case 
Baker v. State that challenged 
Vermont’s then-protection on same-sex 
marriage. 

She successfully litigated this land-
mark decision in which the Vermont 
Supreme Court upheld equal protec-
tions for same-sex couples and actually 
led Vermont to become the first State 
in the Union to enact civil unions in 
the country. 

As a litigator, her work served as a 
blueprint for LGBTQ advocacy across 
the country. She successfully rep-
resented an employee at the University 
of Vermont, who sought recognition of 
his Canadian marriage to a same-sex 
partner for health insurance purposes; 
another, a couple seeking recognition 
of their out-of-State marriage in the 
context of second-parent adoption; and 
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a same-sex partner seeking Social Se-
curity survivor benefits for her child 
after her civil union partner died. 

In every case, she fought to secure 
legal protections and equality under 
the law. In fact, Beth changed the tra-
jectory of LGBTQ rights in this coun-
try. Her tireless work has led our Na-
tion toward justice. 

Unfortunately, in what is becoming 
more and more of a toxic atmosphere, 
Justice Robinson’s path to confirma-
tion has faced baseless attacks. At her 
confirmation hearing, Justice Robin-
son’s commitment to religious liberty 
was called into question. Now, these 
attacks are simply not grounded in re-
ality. Any honest reading of her record 
proves that Justice Robinson is com-
mitted to protecting religious liberty. 
Some members argued that Robinson’s 
work representing a Catholic woman 
who believed she had been discrimi-
nated against due to her own religious 
beliefs was, astonishingly, evidence of 
Robinson’s hostility toward religious 
liberty. 

At Justice Robinson’s hearing, other 
members of the Judiciary Committee 
quoted her out of context in what I saw 
as an attempt to support a false nar-
rative. One member of the committee 
read part of a sentence from a marriage 
law symposium that Justice Robinson 
participated in and suggested that it 
was proof of her hostility toward reli-
gious liberty. 

I said ‘‘read part of’’ it, but the at-
tack line falls apart the moment you 
bother to read the full sentence. In the 
full quote, Justice Robinson states: 

I’ve always said that if somebody tried to 
force the Catholic Church to do a gay wed-
ding, I would represent the Church pro bono. 

You can’t construe that as hostility 
to religious freedom. 

Justice Robinson has a long record of 
supporting the fundamental right to 
religious liberty, both as a judge and as 
an advocate. 

The Vermonters I have heard from— 
regardless of party or ideology, regard-
less of their religion—are delighted 
that President Biden nominated Beth 
Robinson to fill the Vermont seat on 
the Second Circuit. Our leading Repub-
licans, our leading Democrats agree 
with that. 

If confirmed, she knows she will be-
come the first openly gay woman to 
serve on a Federal circuit court of ap-
peals. 

I would urge all Senators to evaluate 
Justice Robinson’s record. And I hope 
that Senators of both parties will see, 
as I have, that she possesses exactly 
the right qualities, skills, and experi-
ence to excel as a judge on the Second 
Circuit. 

Before I was in the Senate, I had the 
privilege to argue cases before the Sec-
ond Circuit. I saw it as a court where 
you never thought of whether they 
were Republicans or Democrats; you 
thought about their abilities, and I al-
ways felt comfortable arguing there. 
Justice Robinson, when she becomes 
Judge Robinson, will give that same 

view to anybody who is a litigant be-
fore that court. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Alabama. 
VETERANS DAY 

Mr. TUBERVILLE. Mr. President, in 
1919, President Woodrow Wilson de-
clared November 11 as Armistice Day, 
marking an agreement the year prior 
between the Allied Nations and Ger-
many to temporarily cease fighting 
during World War I. 

President Wilson said: 
The reflections of Armistice Day will be 

filled with solemn pride in the heroism of 
those who died in the country’s service and 
with gratitude for the victory, both because 
of the thing from which it has freed us and 
because of the opportunity it has given 
America to show her sympathy with peace 
and justice in the councils of the nations. 

In battles before World War I and in 
battles since, our servicemembers and 
veterans have served to protect the 
American way of life. Every year, our 
country pauses on November 11 to rec-
ognize our veterans with the solemn 
pride and gratitude that President Wil-
son referenced. 

We all wake up each morning and 
enjoy the freedoms this great country 
affords us because of our veterans—be-
cause it was our veterans, our men and 
women in uniform, who were there 
when their country needed them most. 
While their roles span multiple thea-
ters and decades, our veterans were and 
continue to be united by a common 
mission: to protect and to defend the 
United States of America. This is a 
great responsibility they shouldered, 
and they deserve gratitude equal to 
their great sacrifice. Our veterans may 
say that they are just ordinary Ameri-
cans doing their job. They may be ordi-
nary, but they performed an extraor-
dinary service to our country. 

Alabama is home to nearly 400,000 
veterans, and today it is my honor to 
recognize a few of them for their serv-
ice. I have had the pleasure of meeting 
many veterans from my great State, 
and I am always inspired by their serv-
ice and their sacrifice. 

Their patriotism is unmatched, and 
their courage is unwavering, like that 
of CPL Edsel Bonds of Samson, AL, 
who experienced a shell blast to his 
right femur on January 28, 1966, while 
on a mission to intercept guerillas dur-
ing the Vietnam war. The blast blew 
out 4 inches of his femur bone and sev-
eral muscle groups. He spent most of a 
year recovering in the hospital from 
this horrific injury and never lost the 
love for his country. 

Now, nearly 56 years later from the 
time of his injury, he is just as patri-
otic as ever. He views his service as 
something that was necessary for our 
country to remain the greatest country 
in the world. Corporal Bonds risked life 
and limb because he believed that 
America is worth sacrificing for. 

We enjoy the blessings of living in a 
free nation but often discount the fact 
that our liberties come with a tremen-

dous cost. Many brave men and women 
have paid a price that even our deepest 
gratitude could never, ever repay. 

I think Elmer Davis, the Director of 
the U.S. Office of War Information dur-
ing World War II, said it best: 

This nation will remain the land of the free 
only so long as it is home of the brave. 

One-hundred-year-old SGT George 
Mills of Decatur, AL, showed great 
bravery during his time serving in 
World War II. The Germans surrounded 
his company 500 yards from the Ger-
man border and launched attacks into 
the building where they were staying, 
setting it on fire. With no ammunition 
left to defend the enemy, Sergeant 
Mills and his fellow comrades were 
forced to surrender. 

For the next 5 months, George Mills 
and his company were marched across 
Europe toward the former Czecho-
slovakia without food. They were 
starved and no doubt weary. Yet Ser-
geant Mills and his company per-
severed. They survived by eating scraps 
of sugar beets and rutabagas found in 
barns where they were held captive be-
fore they were finally liberated on 
April 13, 1945. 

During this initial attack, Sergeant 
Mills, despite being injured, sprang to 
action to help save the lives of those in 
his company. He was awarded a Purple 
Heart for his bravery. 

Another American hero is Fred Lacy 
of Auburn, AL. A lieutenant colonel in 
the U.S. Army, Mr. Lacy provided valu-
able leadership and negotiation skills 
during his time in Europe, Korea, and 
Vietnam. He and his brigade helped de-
fend the western half of the Korean de-
militarized zone at the end of the Ko-
rean war, ensuring that there were no 
weaknesses in our defense for North 
Korea to attack. During the Vietnam 
war, he coordinated all U.S. activity in 
the Mekong Delta and assisted the Vi-
etnamese in combating the Vietcong. 

He volunteered in a leprosy orphan-
age in his free time while staying 
there. He was a natural at building re-
lationships and resolving conflicts dur-
ing his time. During a dispute between 
a Vietnamese and an American officer, 
Fred stepped in front of a gun to pre-
vent the American officer from being 
shot. 

He received two Bronze Stars and the 
Combat Infantryman Badge for his 
leadership and courageous efforts. 
When reflecting on his service, he says 
that it was ‘‘a privilege to serve.’’ That 
spirit of service is something he carries 
with him even after his time in the 
military. 

Lieutenant Colonel Lacy has taught 
Bible classes for more than 60 years 
and still teaches today at Auburn 
United Methodist Church. 

We, as citizens of this country, are 
privileged to have veterans like Lieu-
tenant Colonel Lacy who have not only 
honorably fought for our freedom but 
have also proudly carried the torch of 
liberty across the world. They love 
their country, and you don’t have to 
talk with them very long before you 
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understand how much of a driving force 
it is to them. 

CPL Clyde Haynes from Vestavia 
Hills, AL, served in the Army Air 
Corps’ 439th Troop Carrier Group dur-
ing World War II. Mr. Haynes shared 
the joy of walking with children in 
France as they rushed out of their 
houses and filled the streets to cele-
brate their new liberation from Nazi 
rule. He said that he ‘‘wished he had a 
picture of that.’’ Even though he does 
not have a physical photograph, you 
can tell that he holds that memory 
near and dear to his heart. 

Even though Mr. Haynes is now 100 
years old, he is just as moved by that 
moment now as he was at that time be-
cause freedom is a powerful thing. But 
freedom does not come without cost. 
There are many servicemembers who 
pay the ultimate price for our freedom 
and never return home. There are fami-
lies left behind who sit down to dinner 
every night with an empty seat at the 
table knowing that life for them will 
never be the same. They, too, have 
shouldered the cost of America’s lib-
erty and deserve our gratitude. 

For our servicemembers who do re-
turn home, their struggles do not end 
after they reach American soil. They 
continue to face challenges from what 
they have endured while in service and 
from the difficult reentry into civilian 
life. 

Most of us will never know the full 
weight of preserving our freedom, 
never have to endure sleepless nights 
from the harrowing memories of the 
battlefield, bear pain from war inju-
ries, or miss important events with 
family and friends, like Ryan Charrier 
from Orange Beach, AL, who served as 
a U.S. Air Force technical sergeant in 
the war in Afghanistan, with the 442nd 
Fighter Wing. He received his first de-
ployment when his children were just 8 
and 4 years old. Sergeant Charrier said 
he was a bit older than his fellow fight-
ers. He left behind young children but 
served with soldiers who missed births 
of their first children or deaths of fam-
ily members. 

A veteran’s life is so much more than 
just time in service. There is also the 
reintegration to civilian life, which re-
quires just as much bravery, courage, 
and sacrifice. Sergeant Charrier’s re-
minder to Americans is powerful: 

We as a country promised that we would 
never forget . . . so I hope that every patri-
otic American will keep the promise of never 
forgetting. Just because the war may have 
winded down, doesn’t mean our men and 
women who served the last 20 years still 
don’t need the support of every American. 

These veterans—Edsel Bonds, George 
Mills, Fred Lacy, Clyde Haynes, and 
Ryan Charrier—are heroes, just like 
millions of brave men and women who 
have selfishly sacrificed throughout 
the decades. Their stories should in-
spire all of us to show a greater love 
for our country and our fellow Ameri-
cans. 

Thirty-three years ago on Veterans 
Day in 1988, Ronald Reagan said: 

We remember those who were called upon 
to give all a person can give, and we remem-
ber those who were prepared to make that 
sacrifice if it were demanded of them in the 
line of duty. Most of all, we remember the 
devotion and gallantry with which all of 
them ennobled their nation as they became 
champions of a noble cause. 

May we join together as a nation this 
Veterans Day to honor our veterans 
who have served this Nation and de-
fended our freedom and values that we 
hold so dear. To our veterans, I say: 
Thank you for your sacrifice. Our Na-
tion will be forever indebted to you. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Texas. 
LOCAL SCHOOL BOARDS 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, commu-
nities across our great Nation are deal-
ing with a startling spike in violent 
crime. Last year, the murder rate 
soared by nearly 30 percent, the largest 
single-year jump on record. 

The American people are paying 
close attention, and they are con-
cerned. A poll this summer found that 
nearly 60 percent of Americans are 
worried about crime. The percentage of 
those who say they are extremely con-
cerned is at the highest point in more 
than two decades, and folks largely 
think not enough is being done to ad-
dress this spike. 

A separate poll found that 65 percent 
of Americans are dissatisfied with poli-
cies to reduce or control crime. That is 
up more than 16 percent from 2020. Per-
haps this is an offshoot of the ‘‘defund 
the police’’ movement that we have 
seen in radical circles over the last 
year or so. 

With such a dramatic and shocking 
jump in homicides and violent crime 
and the clear belief that more should 
be done to address it, you would expect 
that the U.S. Department of Justice 
would be in an all-hands-on-deck pos-
ture. After all, this is the highest law 
enforcement agency in the country. 
You would think it would take a lead-
ing role in finding ways to keep our 
country and our communities safe. 

Unfortunately, leaders at the Depart-
ment of Justice in the Biden adminis-
tration believe that they have bigger 
fish to fry. Forget stopping murderers 
and violent criminals. The most force-
ful language we have seen recently 
from the Attorney General hasn’t been 
about stopping dangerous criminals; it 
is about going after concerned parents 
at school board meetings. That is 
right—communities across the country 
are worried about violent crime, and 
the Biden Justice Department is wor-
ried about parents who are concerned 
about what their kids are learning in 
school. 

This all started with a deeply mis-
guided letter from the National School 
Boards Association about heated 
school board meetings across the coun-
try. 

Parents who are concerned about 
things like critical race theory and 
other controversial topics, who are 

simply worried that their kids aren’t 
learning about American history and 
civics and the foundations upon which 
this great country was built, they have 
taken their concerns to school board 
meetings—something they have every 
right; indeed, a constitutional right— 
to do. 

I want to be clear: there is no place 
for violence or threats of violence in 
our public discourse. It doesn’t matter 
who you are or what you are fighting 
for; violence is not the answer. 

But rather than allow State and local 
law enforcement authorities to inter-
vene in those rare circumstances when 
things go off track, the school board 
leaders at the National School Boards 
Association went nuclear. They en-
couraged the Biden administration to 
treat these parents like something 
akin to domestic terrorists. They advo-
cated for unleashing the full arsenal 
and might of the Department of Jus-
tice and the Federal Bureau of Inves-
tigation on concerned parents—con-
cerned parents. And the Attorney Gen-
eral was, apparently, happy to oblige 
their outrageous demands. 

The National School Boards Associa-
tion letter argued that a parent who 
disagrees with the curriculum in their 
children’s school could be investigated 
under the PATRIOT Act. 

You will remember the PATRIOT Act 
was passed after 9/11/2001 to address 
radical extremists who had just killed 
3,000 Americans in attacks at the Pen-
tagon and in New York. 

Unsurprisingly, this letter from the 
National School Boards Association 
was met with fierce and immediate 
blowback. I don’t know how they didn’t 
see it coming. Concerned parents and 
terrorists don’t share anything in com-
mon. 

Well, after the negative press, the 
National School Boards Association 
eventually retracted their letter and 
apologized. They admitted that there 
was ‘‘no justification for some of the 
language included in the letter,’’ but 
the damage had already been done. 

A few days later, after the letter was 
sent, Attorney General Garland de-
cided to get into the game, and he pub-
lished a memo directing Federal law 
enforcement to inject itself into local 
school board elections. 

Well, we had a chance to question At-
torney General Garland last week, 
when he appeared before the Senate Ju-
diciary Committee, and he conceded 
that his decision to send out a memo to 
the Federal law enforcement was based 
almost entirely on the letter from the 
National School Boards Association 
and ‘‘news reports.’’ 

Of course, the Attorney General 
could not cite any specific examples 
that he relied upon before unleashing 
the awesome power of the Federal Gov-
ernment on parents, nor could he pro-
vide any data or evidence that local en-
forcement was incapable of handling 
any incidents that might occur. 

In his memo, the Attorney General 
also encouraged the Federal authori-
ties to take action far beyond any 
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threats of violence and references to 
intimidation of school officials. 

But you have to ask: What counts as 
intimidation to the Attorney General? 
Is an angry, frustrated parent raising 
their voice at a school board meeting 
intimidation? 

I think not. 
What if one of the parents tells a 

school board member they plan to run 
against them in the next election or 
donate to their opponent in the next 
election; is that intimidation? 

Well, to his credit, the Attorney Gen-
eral did finally concede that parents’ 
right to speak their minds at school 
board meetings are protected by the 
First Amendment to the United States 
Constitution. It is their constitutional 
right. 

But I ask you, put yourself in the 
shoes of a parent who reads about this 
Department of Justice memo—from the 
Attorney General, no less—at the 
kitchen table. 

Is it going to have an impact on their 
decision to attend the next school 
board meeting? Will it cause them to 
shy away from advocating for their 
children’s education and speaking up 
about misguided policies that they 
think have no place in their child’s 
school? 

I ask you to consider the chilling ef-
fect that this had, and will continue to 
have, on parents who just want to have 
a say in their children’s education. 

Instead of raising their voices in op-
position to things like critical race 
theory or other radical educational 
policies, parents are more likely to be 
intimidated and to stay at home for 
fear of being labeled domestic terror-
ists by the highest law enforcement of-
ficer in the land. 

They certainly can’t afford to hire a 
lawyer to defend themselves against 
these sorts of charges by the Federal 
Government, were the Federal Govern-
ment to come after them for exercising 
what Attorney General Garland said 
were their First Amendment rights 
under the Constitution. 

In response to the Attorney General’s 
memo, the U.S. attorney from Montana 
sent out a list of Federal statutes that 
could serve as a basis for prosecution. 
He took the Attorney General at his 
word. Among the Federal statutes that 
he thought could serve as a basis for 
prosecution included repeated tele-
phone calls. 

Well, last week, I asked the Attorney 
General if he considered the chilling ef-
fect that his memo might have on par-
ents exercising their constitutional 
rights. He evaded the question. So I 
asked him again. His answers became 
more evasive. So I asked him again. 

Ultimately, the Attorney General— 
although he was sworn in under oath, 
testifying in front of the Senate Judici-
ary Committee—refused to answer the 
question. He wouldn’t tell me, wouldn’t 
tell the Judiciary Committee, wouldn’t 
tell the country, whether he had put 
any thought at all into how his actions 
would impact concerned, law-abiding 
parents. 

Even though the National School 
Boards Association retracted and 
apologized for its letter, the Justice 
Department—the Biden Justice Depart-
ment—still refuses to do so. Attorney 
General Garland has doubled down on 
this colossal overreach and still refuses 
to take ownership or consider how his 
swift and uninformed action has 
harmed public discourse in our coun-
try. 

But, clearly, it is not only where we 
are headed, because we are already 
there. The President and the leaders in 
his administration aren’t making deci-
sions on the basis of the law of the 
land, but based on demands of their 
radical left. 

Amid an alarming spike in murder 
and violent crime rates, the Justice 
Department is focused on the threat of 
concerned parents, because that is 
what the radical left wants. 

The Department is filing meritless 
lawsuits against State election laws, 
like those in Georgia and Texas, be-
cause that is what their radical base 
wants. 

The Secretary of Homeland Security 
has told Immigration and Customs En-
forcement officers not to enforce our 
Nation’s immigration laws, because 
that is what the radical left and the 
Democratic Party want. 

President Biden has signaled that he 
is not only OK with this kind of selec-
tive law enforcement, he actually 
wants more of it. 

One of the most controversial nomi-
nees being considered by the Senate 
right now is Rachael Rollins, who the 
President has nominated to serve as 
the U.S. Attorney for Massachusetts. 
Ms. Rollins currently serves as a dis-
trict attorney for Suffolk County, MA, 
where she is embroiled in her own con-
troversy. 

Shortly after taking office in 2019, 
Ms. Rollins released a memo outlining 
more than a dozen crimes that she said 
should be ignored by local law enforce-
ment. According to Ms. Rollins, indi-
viduals who commit offenses like tres-
passing, shoplifting, larceny, wanton or 
malicious destruction of property, and 
even possession with intent to dis-
tribute drugs, she said her office would 
not prosecute them, so law enforce-
ment should not arrest them. 

Now, I have no issue with law en-
forcement using limited resources to 
prioritize the biggest threats, but there 
is a big difference between prioritizing 
dangerous criminals and offenses and 
exempting wholesale classes of crimes 
from enforcement. 

What happens when the message is 
sent that government will not enforce 
its laws? As being played out in Cali-
fornia now, where many businesses are 
simply withdrawing from places like 
San Francisco, where, if you steal or 
shoplift something under $950 worth of 
merchandise, law enforcement will not 
arrest you; they will not prosecute; and 
thus the stores are left without re-
course and, as you can imagine, thiev-
ery runs riot. 

Well, leaders certainly shouldn’t tip 
their hat to criminals as to what 
crimes may be committed free of any 
consequences, and that is exactly what 
is happening. The Justice Depart-
ment’s priorities are completely out of 
whack, and radical, partisan U.S. at-
torneys will only make things worse. 

The Biden administration cannot 
continue to take their marching orders 
from the radical base of their political 
party. And the United States should 
never be a place where concerned par-
ents are treated like criminals and ac-
tual criminals get a free pass. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Tennessee. 
VACCINES 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I 
am beginning to feel a little bit like a 
broken record when I am here on the 
floor and talking about all the ways 
that Tennesseans feel like this admin-
istration has backed them into a cor-
ner. 

It doesn’t matter if I am going to fill 
up the car with that rising price in gas, 
or if I am at the grocery store and 
could not believe this weekend there is 
so little on the shelves and they are so 
short-staffed. 

People are very anxious about this. I 
had a lady that just about was not 
going to let me go there in the dairy 
section of the grocery store because 
she was really upset with what this ad-
ministration is doing. Whether it is in-
flation or the vaccine mandate, she is 
really upset with what she would like 
to call the ‘‘White House P.R. oper-
ation.’’ And she knows that inflation 
and supply chain problems are here. It 
is not temporary. It wasn’t transient. 
It is something that they are dealing 
with every day, and Tennesseans are 
seeing this at every stop along their 
busy days. 

They have watched this administra-
tion abandon the southern border. You 
know, they don’t use that term lightly, 
but I think it is instructive to focus in 
on that. This administration has aban-
doned the southern border. 

These actions are intentional ac-
tions—intentional. Whether you talk 
to Border Patrol or the local sheriff, 
they look at what Democrats in Wash-
ington are doing, and they see this as 
being intentional. 

They also look at how this adminis-
tration chose to abandon a productive 
energy policy. In January, we were an 
exporter—an exporter—of energy. And, 
today, we have a President—a very 
weak President—who is groveling to 
OPEC, begging them—begging them— 
to sell us more fuel. What a difference. 
What a difference. 

And this administration—when I was 
up in Clarksville where Fort Campbell 
is located, I was out on post, and I was 
visiting with Tennesseans there in 
Clarksville. They feel as if this admin-
istration has abandoned our troops, 
abandoned civilians and allies in Af-
ghanistan as we handed over 20 years’ 
worth of hard-fought territory to the 
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new ‘‘axis of evil,’’ which is Russia, 
China, Iran, and North Korea—aban-
doned, left, forgotten about. Over the 
past few weeks, they have learned that 
even their recreational social media 
use might be putting their families at 
risk. 

Meanwhile, things here on Capitol 
Hill are such a mess that, from their 
perspective, it is neither reasonable 
nor rational to believe that the Demo-
cratic majority is willing to put coun-
try before party and politics and fix 
this mess that this administration has 
made this year. In fact, the Democrats 
are so focused on their own Big Gov-
ernment narrative that they have man-
aged to outdo themselves with the 
mandate from on high that goes fur-
ther than ever before to control deeply 
personal healthcare decisions. 

Of course, the Democrats are no 
stranger to this. They championed the 
Affordable Care Act and all its bu-
reaucracy, but this time, they have 
truly put the full force of the executive 
branch of the U.S. Government be-
tween a patient and a doctor. That is 
right. The decision is not one you will 
make with your doctor; it is one that 
the Federal Government is making and 
forcing—forcing—on you. This COVID– 
19 vaccine mandate has people really 
upset. They see this as a power play. 

Today, I talked to a lady who works 
for a government contractor. All of the 
family’s insurance and benefits come 
through her. Her husband is a small 
business person, and she has a child 
with disabilities. She begged me to 
keep fighting against this mandate. 

She said: You know, I am in the posi-
tion that I had to get this—even 
though a family member of hers had a 
terrible adverse reaction, and she was 
concerned being the primary bread-
winner for her family and the one that 
provides their healthcare insurance 
benefits. And she had a reaction, a bad 
reaction. 

But she feels like what we are seeing 
is another opportunistic power play 
that betrays the very people who 
risked their safety to prevent the econ-
omy from collapsing during the pan-
demic—that is right, the essential 
workers, people who showed up and did 
their job. 

The lady I talked to today was an es-
sential worker. She did her job all 
through the pandemic. The States 
deemed these individuals essential 
workers because they showed up. They 
spent their days transporting food and 
clothing across the country, stocking 
shelves in grocery stores, and keeping 
armed rioters at bay. 

They never stopped working. They 
never missed a beat. They put them-
selves in danger and adapted to cir-
cumstances made worse by forced 
lockdowns. These are the people who 
couldn’t have worked from home if 
they wanted to. They are the cop on 
the beat. They are the truck driver 
who is in the cab of that truck. They 
are the healthcare worker standing at 
a bedside. They are an airline worker 

who is making certain that people are 
safe and planes are safe to fly. 

And, now, they are the ones that Joe 
Biden, KAMALA HARRIS, and this ad-
ministration have chosen to threaten 
with an executive ultimatum: Get the 
shot, or we are going to get you fired. 

That is right. Imagine that. The 
President of the United States says: 
You go get the jab, or I am going to get 
you fired from your job—what an ulti-
matum, what a way to run a country. 

But that is what he is doing. The 
White House crossed so many lines 
with this one: practical lines, ethical 
lines, constitutional lines. So last 
week, I introduced the Keeping Our 
COVID–19 Heroes Employed Act to 
push this administration back on the 
rails and protect these essential work-
ers from having to choose between sub-
mitting to the mandate or losing the 
right to provide for their families. 

It is a simple solution to a very big 
problem. It would lock in the defini-
tions of essential worker used by the 
States during the pandemic and then 
protect those workers from being fired 
under COVID vaccine requirements. It 
would nullify the Executive orders 
mandating vaccines for essential Fed-
eral workers and contractors and pre-
empt OSHA from issuing regulations 
that would require employees to vac-
cinate if those employees qualify as an 
essential worker. 

We are getting a tremendous amount 
of support for this legislation. On the 
national level, we have heard from the 
Fraternal Order of Police, the National 
Sheriffs’ Association, the Chicago Fra-
ternal Order of Police, the Federal Law 
Enforcement Officers Association, the 
National Border Patrol Council, and 
from the Tennessee Chamber of Com-
merce, Tennessee Ambulance Service 
Association, Owner-Operator Inde-
pendent Drivers Association, the Na-
tional Association of Small Trucking 
Companies, and then from several indi-
vidual officials—Democrat and Repub-
lican alike—and from different organi-
zations. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent this list be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

KEEPING OUR COVID–19 HEROES EMPLOYED 
ACT LIST OF ENDORSEMENTS 
NATIONAL LAW ENFORCEMENT 

—Fraternal Order of Police 
—National Sheriffs’ Association 
—Chicago Fraternal Order of Police 
—Federal Law Enforcement Officers Asso-

ciation 
—National Border Patrol Council 

INDUSTRY ADVOCACY 
—Tennessee Chamber of Commerce 
—Tennessee Ambulance Service Associa-

tion 
—Owner–Operator Independent Drivers As-

sociation (OOIDA) 
—National Association of Small Trucking 

Companies 
TENNESSEE OFFICIALS 

—Congressman Tim Burchett (R–Tenn.) 
—Glenn Jacobs, Mayor of Knox County 

Tennessee 

—Justin Hanson, Mayor of Covington, Ten-
nessee 

—Sheriff Russell Barker, Anderson County 
Tennessee 

—Sheriff Tim Fuller, Franklin County 
Tennessee 

—Sheriff Tom Spangler, Knox County Ten-
nessee 

ACTIVIST ORGANIZATIONS 
—Texas Public Policy Foundation 
—Heritage Foundation 
—FreedomWorks 
—American Principles Project 
Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, 

see, these are individuals on the front 
line, and they take exception to what 
is going on with this administration 
and this Executive order that is forcing 
them to get a shot that maybe their 
doctor is saying: Hey, this is not one 
for you to take. 

Maybe they are a young woman try-
ing to have a baby. Maybe they are 
somebody who has a history of heart 
disease or lung disease or neuro-
muscular issues in their family and 
someone has had an adverse reaction. 

You know what? People are smart. 
They are going to figure this out and 
figure out what works best for them. 
During the pandemic, the essential 
workers figured this out, and they 
ought to be exempt. 

The Biden administration claims 
that this mandate is the ticket to free-
dom, return to normal. But here is the 
problem with this and why that falls 
on deaf ears. These essential workers 
returned to normal months ago—if 
they ever left a normal routine—and 
their working conditions have been 
made more difficult now than ever. 

Businesses are desperate for workers. 
In August, the U.S. economy had 10.4 
million jobs waiting to be filled. That 
is right, 10.4 million jobs. We are going 
to get unemployment numbers this 
weekend on Friday. I think it is going 
to be interesting to see what those 
numbers tell us. 

Oh, the supply chain—I mentioned 
the grocery store and what I found 
there. Well, the supply chains are a 
mess. We need 80,000 truck drivers 
right now—today—if we want to make 
an honest attempt at filling the need 
there to get products to stores. We 
can’t afford the toll these mandates are 
taking on the supply chain workforce 
or on law enforcement or border secu-
rity or the healthcare sector or the air-
line industry, the transportation and 
logistics industry. 

And make no mistake, the day of 
reckoning is already here. As I said, 
these workers have figured this out. 
They are smart. They don’t hate the 
country. And it is ridiculous that some 
people try to equate those that don’t 
get the vaccine with hating the coun-
try. These individuals are not anti- 
vaxxers. They are not anti-science. 
What they are is this: They are anti- 
unconstitutional mandate and a gov-
ernment overreach that is going to 
interfere in their relationship with 
their doctor. That is what they are 
against. 

Mr. President, don’t we all remember 
the lie of the decade in 2010 with 
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ObamaCare: If you like your doctor, 
you can keep your doctor. 

And what we are looking at right 
now is something that is an equal over-
reach: You can’t keep your job if you 
won’t get this jab. It is an overreach. 

People that I am talking to are real-
ly anti these mandates that would 
force them into submission or, in some 
cases, into poverty, like the young 
mom that I talked to who works for a 
government contractor—sole supporter 
of her family at this point, has one 
child, wants to have another child, and 
because of this mandate, she is going 
to lose her job, a job she loves—and her 
employer loves her. But she is wanting 
to make certain she can have that sec-
ond child. 

These workers are very pro-freedom, 
and they are taking a stand on prin-
ciple. They are pro-freedom. They are 
pro-individual rights, and what they 
want is for this administration to stop 
it, to stop their push to this socialist 
agenda, stop trying to force them into 
taking a vaccine, which is another step 
to having government control of their 
healthcare. 

You know, they look at what the 
Democrats in Washington, DC, are 
doing, and they see that they are try-
ing to take one vote. They want to win. 
They want to win on putting every-
thing together—one vote—and then 
flipping the country to their socialist 
agenda—one vote: government control 
of your kids, of your healthcare, of 
your bank account, of your life, cradle 
to grave, daylight to dark, sunup to 
sundown, 24/7, 365. 

You know, I have to tell you, we 
thought that when the Obama cam-
paign came out with their little carica-
tures and cartoon-type character—only 
it was really frightening—‘‘The Life of 
Julia,’’ we thought, this is ridiculous 
how Julia never needed anybody or 
anything but the Federal Government. 

Well, some of that same crowd in the 
White House has now come up with 
‘‘The Life of Linda,’’ and Linda must 
be related to Julia because Linda has 
the same type life experiences as Julia. 
There is no mention of a family or a 
husband, but Linda has a child. Linda 
works for the government. The govern-
ment is in control. 

See, that is what the Democratic 
Party wants—socialism. They are very 
happy with that—cradle to grave; day-
light to dark; total control; tell you 
what to do; tell you what your job is 
going to be; tell you what you are 
going to study in school; take control 
of your children; send them to study 
whatever they want; and then have 
them work in a way that the govern-
ment tells them they are going to 
work. 

But what we are seeing play out in 
this country is the American people 
standing up and saying: Enough is 
enough. We don’t want your mandate. 
We are tired of all of your chaotic 
cycle of gaslighting and government 
overreach. We are pushing back on 
your push to a socialist agenda. 

I am heartened that they are not 
afraid to say ‘‘no, no, no’’ to what the 
Democrats are trying to push, and they 
are going to continue to push back be-
cause they see what is happening for 
what it is—a destructive, radical agen-
da that will destroy freedom of choice, 
free people, free markets, and oppor-
tunity for their children and future 
generations. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

REMEMBERING JOHN AMARA F. WALTERS 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, I 

think all Senators can agree that we 
would not be able to deliver results for 
the people in our States and for our 
country if it were not for our extraor-
dinary staff, who work with us each 
and every day. They are there with us 
in the trenches, fighting for the con-
stituents we pledge to serve, and de-
fending the Constitution of the United 
States. 

It is for that reason that I am con-
fident my colleagues will agree with 
me when I say congressional staff is 
more than just a collection of individ-
uals; it is a family. And it is that truth 
that makes my presence on the Senate 
floor this evening all the more dif-
ficult, because my office, our family, 
has lost a beloved member. 

John Amara F. Walters, a legislative 
aide in my office, passed away on the 
morning of October 2, at MedStar 
Washington Hospital Center in Wash-
ington, DC. He died in the arms of his 
beloved mother, Kimberley, who joins 
us this evening in the gallery. John 
was 29 years old. 

On behalf of myself, our office, and 
the people of Maryland, I want to take 
a little time not only to express our 
profound grief at the loss of a dear 
friend and amazing human being, but 
also to tell a little bit of John’s story 
to this Senate and to the Nation, and 
to pay tribute to his life, to honor all 
that he gave us, and to celebrate all 
that he gave to the world. 

John Amara F. Walters was born on 
Friday, February 9, 1992, in Adrian, MI, 
to John A.M. Walters and Kimberley H. 
Davis Walters. He came from a long 
line of patriots and leaders, including 
his grandfather, who defended the 
United States in World War II as a 
Tuskegee Airman. 

And John caught the political bug 
early. At age 6—yes, you all heard that 
right, aged 6 years old—John started 
working on local political campaigns. 
In his early years, he participated in 
three Presidential elections and trav-
eled across Michigan and the country 
to serve communities in need. In high 
school, he interned for the late great 
Michigan Senator, Carl Levin. John 

was also a committed member of the 
Rosa and Raymond Parks Institute’s 
Pathways to Freedom program. 

He excelled inside the classroom— 
first graduating from Adrian High 
School in 2010, and then going on to 
study at the District of Columbia’s own 
Howard University, where he earned 
his BA in psychology in 2015 magna 
cum laude. I should add he was a loyal 
Howard alum and proud Bison and a fa-
vorite son of the university’s. 

The last time I met face-to-face—in 
the pre-COVID days—with the presi-
dent of Howard University, Wayne 
Frederick, John was with me, and I 
told Dr. Frederick how proud we were 
of John’s exemplary work, and Dr. 
Frederick was proud too. 

John did all of this at a young age 
and more, and he achieved these things 
despite having a lifelong battle with 
sickle cell anemia—an illness that 
often struck him with fatigue and pain. 
But that didn’t stop John. He refused 
to be defined by his illness, and he re-
fused to allow sickle cell to prevent 
him from pursuing his dreams with 
passion and decency and dedication. It 
is a disease that took him from us far 
too soon, but it never took away his 
spirit or his zest for life and his com-
mitment to making a positive change. 

I will always remember John for the 
twinkle in his eye, his enthusiasm for 
everything he did, his absolute bril-
liance, and his commitment to helping 
others. Everyone in our office—and I 
mean everyone—loved John. 

After he passed away, we held a staff 
Zoom call with his mother, both to 
grieve together and to remember John; 
and in that gathering, we witnessed a 
torrent of love and affection for all 
John did and what he meant to us. 
There were lots of tears, but also many 
moments of beautiful laughter, as we 
recounted many fun stories about 
John. 

He gave us many things, but perhaps 
one of his greatest gifts was his empa-
thy. In the world of politics and Cap-
itol Hill, there is plenty of ambition. 
And John was ambitious. But empathy 
is often in short supply. Not in John. 

Empathy is that quality where some-
one seeks to see the world through the 
eyes of another, of understanding what 
somebody else is experiencing by try-
ing to walk in that person’s shoes and 
live the world as they live it. John did 
not just hear the words spoken by oth-
ers; he listened; he absorbed them; he 
dared to be vulnerable. 

And what always struck me about 
John was his capacity to focus on the 
struggles experienced by others at the 
same time he was carrying on his own 
fight against sickle cell. Perhaps his 
own personal struggle made him far 
more attuned to the hardships faced by 
others; but whatever its source, John’s 
capacity to care inspired us all, as did 
his ability to persist and carry on in 
the face of adversity. John embodied 
the very best of us. 

John first joined my office as an in-
tern right out of college, when I was 
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still serving in the House of Represent-
atives. After graduating from Howard, 
he could have chosen many different 
paths. He chose public service. From 
John’s first moments on our team, it 
was clear that he was not only sharp 
and eager to work, but that he cared 
deeply about his fellow colleagues and 
that he was completely dedicated to 
our mission of serving the people of 
Maryland and the country. 

When I was elected to the Senate, I 
was thrilled to have John move to this 
side of the Capitol with me. He leapt at 
every opportunity to advance our mis-
sion—growing from organizing and 
drafting letters to constituents, to tak-
ing constituent meetings, to eventu-
ally thinking of and writing legisla-
tion. He was a vibrant force on Capitol 
Hill both in our office and outside of it, 
and was an active member of the Sen-
ate Black Legislative Staff Caucus. 

When our Senate office first divided 
up issues among our legislative cor-
respondents, John chose to take re-
sponsibility for some of the hottest 
button issues, like criminal justice re-
form and public safety, that demanded 
an open ear and a welcoming heart. He 
worked on gun issues and spoke to con-
stituents who had experienced personal 
tragedies from gun violence, and he al-
ways brought their feelings to his work 
on legislation to strengthen our gun 
laws. When the previous administra-
tion was trying to dismantle parts of 
the civil service, John met with and 
helped Federal employees who feared 
they might lose their jobs at any mo-
ment. In a million different ways, John 
proved that empathy has a home in 
public service and can even direct the 
course of policy changes. 

When we decided to hold a hearing on 
the hardships that Postal Service 
delays were imposing on Americans, 
John remembered a meeting he had 
held months earlier with a group from 
the National Federation of the Blind, 
where they discussed the real chal-
lenges they were experiencing because 
of the long delays in the delivery of 
their essential materials. John was 
moved by their stories at the time, and 
he lifted their voices. At his sugges-
tion, we invited a member of that 
group to testify, and their moving and 
powerful testimony is now leading the 
changes that will help every American. 
That was John—listening and then 
bringing people’s voices into the public 
square to change lives for the better. 

John brought empathy to his work 
and to the office, but he also brought 
great joy. His desk was a must-stop 
place for members of our team 
throughout the day. People would stop 
by to share his company, to hear his 
loud and infectious laugh, to talk 
about the latest news of the day, or—I 
have been told—to joke about the 
craziest couple on ‘‘90 Day Fiance,’’ 
which, on the enthusiastic rec-
ommendation of John and a few others, 
built quite a following in our office 
among current and past staff. I was not 
sure what to think about all that when 
I learned about it. 

John brought joy with his wry wit 
and keen sense of the absurd—always 
taking his work seriously, but never 
taking himself too seriously. He had a 
critical skill on Capitol Hill—the abil-
ity to track down House and Senate re-
ceptions with the very best food, and 
then alert his colleagues to the spoils. 
If someone couldn’t get away from the 
office, he would bring back snacks to 
share, pulling treats out of his pockets 
like a magician. 

He was a true member of our office 
family and always a team player, al-
ways willing to advance our causes on 
behalf of our constituents. And in com-
ing to know his family, I can see where 
those qualities began. You could see 
that he was supported by his beloved 
mother, Kimberley Davis, in the way 
he supported our team—always ready 
to help out and pitch in for the mis-
sion. You could see that he was helped 
and mentored by his uncles and aunts 
in the way he helped and mentored the 
new members of our office whom he 
worked with. 

Today, in the gallery, in addition to 
John’s mother, Kimberley, we are 
joined by his uncle John and John’s 
wife, Carol; and Christian Gibbs, who 
was like an uncle to John. 

You could see how much John was 
loved by those closest to him by how 
much he loved and embraced others, 
and he, in turn, was loved and re-
spected by our entire Capitol Hill fam-
ily. He was an example to all of us of a 
person who put everyone else’s chal-
lenges ahead of his own. 

Our office wants to hold John Amara 
Walters up as a model to other young 
people who walk through our doors. As 
I mentioned, John began his service 
with us when he was an intern, and we 
have decided to establish a permanent 
paid internship position in John’s 
name and memory, and that position 
will always go to a student from Mary-
land who is attending Howard Univer-
sity. 

In that way, we know that the young 
leaders of the future will learn about 
John’s spirit and his legacy and learn 
to carry forward his torch of empathy 
and positive change. 

John wanted to help others. He want-
ed to leave the world better than he 
found it. He did that and much more. 
While his life was far too short in 
years, it was long in the joy and the 
love he shared and in the lives he 
changed for the better. 

Thank you, John. We love you. 
I yield the floor. 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of the Robinson 
nomination, which the clerk will re-
port. 

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Beth Robinson, of Vermont, 
to be United States Circuit Judge for 
the Second Circuit. 

VOTE ON ROBINSON NOMINATION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the Robinson nomination? 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from New York (Mrs. GILLI-
BRAND) is necessarily absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from South Dakota (Mr. ROUNDS), the 
Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO), and 
the Senator from North Carolina (Mr. 
TILLIS). 

The result was announced—yeas 51, 
nays 45, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 449 Ex.] 
YEAS—51 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Hassan 
Heinrich 

Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 

Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—45 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 

Fischer 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 

Moran 
Paul 
Portman 
Risch 
Romney 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Toomey 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—4 

Gillibrand 
Rounds 

Rubio 
Tillis 

The nomination was confirmed. 
f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HEINRICH). Under the previous order, 
the Senate will resume consideration 
of the Heytens nomination, which the 
clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nomination of Toby J. 
Heytens, of Virginia, to be United 
States Circuit Judge for the Fourth 
Circuit. 

VOTE ON HEYTENS NOMINATION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the Heytens nomination? 

Mr. BENNET. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 
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There appears to be a sufficient sec-

ond. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from New York (Mrs. GILLI-
BRAND) is necessarily absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from South Dakota (Mr. ROUNDS), the 
Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO), and 
the Senator from North Carolina (Mr. 
TILLIS). 

The result was anounced—yeas 53, 
nays 43, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 450 Ex.] 
YEAS—53 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 

Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—43 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 

Fischer 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Moran 
Paul 

Portman 
Risch 
Romney 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Toomey 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—4 

Gillibrand 
Rounds 

Rubio 
Tillis 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 

SMITH). Under the previous order, the 
motion to reconsider is considered 
made and laid upon the table, and the 
President will immediately be notified 
of the Senate’s actions. 

The majority leader. 
JOHN LEWIS VOTING RIGHTS ADVANCEMENT ACT 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, in 
1 minute, I will be filing cloture on the 
John R. Lewis Voting Rights Act, but I 
am going to give a short, brief remark 
before I do that. 

Now, tonight, I am filing cloture on a 
motion to proceed on the John Lewis 
Voting Rights Advancement Act. That 
means that the Senate is going to take 
a first vote on whether or not we even 
debate this voting rights bill—even de-
bate it—on Wednesday. 

Our democracy relies on the guar-
antee of free and fair elections. Across 
the country, we are witnessing a co-
ordinated assault on the integrity of 
our electoral process. We must advance 
critical reforms to protect the freedom 
to vote, fulfilling the life and the leg-
acy of our late colleague John Lewis. 

If there is any issue that deserves de-
bate in this Chamber, it is protecting 
voting rights. I know that both parties 
have differences on this important 
issue, but Republicans shouldn’t be 
afraid to debate the bill. 

If the Senate votes to open debate to 
this bill, I am prepared to offer an open 
and honest and full-fledged process 
here on the Senate floor, where Repub-
lican amendments will be made in 
order and allowed and debated. 

If Republican Senators have different 
ideas on how to achieve a stronger de-
mocracy, they owe it to the American 
people to come forward and debate 
their ideas. Simply standing silent 
with their arms crossed, refusing to 
allow the Senate to function, is unac-
ceptable. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

JOHN R. LEWIS VOTING RIGHTS 
ADVANCEMENT ACT OF 2021—Mo-
tion to Proceed 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 
move to proceed to legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 

move to proceed to Calendar No. 143, S. 
4. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 143, S. 4, 
a bill to amend the Voting Rights Act of 1965 
to revise the criteria for determining which 
States and political subdivisions are subject 
to section 4 of the Act, and for other pur-
poses. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 

send a cloture motion to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-

ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 
We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the mo-
tion to proceed to Calendar No. 143, S. 4, a 
bill to amend the Voting Rights Act of 1965 
to revise the criteria for determining which 
States and political subdivisions are subject 
to section 4 of the Act, and for other pur-
poses. 

Charles E. Schumer, Patrick J. Leahy, 
Sheldon Whitehouse, Thomas R. Car-
per, Richard J. Durbin, Catherine Cor-
tez Masto, Margaret Wood Hassan, 
Raphael G. Warnock, Gary C. Peters, 
Patty Murray, Kirsten E. Gillibrand, 
Jacky Rosen, Elizabeth Warren, Ben-
jamin L. Cardin, Tina Smith, Alex 
Padilla, Amy Klobuchar 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the man-
datory quorum call for the cloture mo-
tion filed today, November 1, be 
waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 
Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

TIGRAY 
Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, the 

situation in Tigray continues to dete-
riorate. Recent bombings by the Ethio-
pian Government of Tigray’s densely 
populated capital city, Mekele, has re-
portedly killed civilians, including 
children. Millions of people have been 
displaced, and many in Tigray are fac-
ing famine. Combatants on both sides 
of the conflict have committed atroc-
ities. 

The United Nations Office for the Co-
ordination of Humanitarian Affairs re-
ported recently that only 14 percent of 
trucks with relief aid were getting 
through to the people of Tigray, due to 
roadblocks and lack of fuel. Lifesaving 
medications have been blocked from 
getting into Tigray, which cripples the 
ability of the UN and their NGO part-
ners to respond to urgent health needs. 
If the government does not permit de-
liveries of humanitarian aid, more and 
more people will needlessly starve to 
death. 

The United States has imposed sanc-
tions against the government in Addis 
Ababa. The Congress has also acted. 
The Fiscal Year 2022 Department of 
State and Foreign Operations Appro-
priations bill was introduced in the 
Senate on October 26, and it would pro-
hibit U.S. military aid to Ethiopia. It 
would also require the Department of 
the Treasury to oppose international 
bank loans to the Ethiopian Govern-
ment, except to meet basic human 
needs, until the government ceases of-
fensive military operation, takes cred-
ible and sustained steps toward a gen-
uine political dialogue to end the con-
flict, implements measures to protect 
human rights, allows unimpeded hu-
manitarian access, and cooperates with 
independent investigations of viola-
tions of human rights. 

Ethiopia is a country facing every 
imaginable problem, increasingly exac-
erbated by climate change. There is no 
military solution to the ethnic rival-
ries that have divided the country for 
generations. Any sustainable solution 
will only be achieved through negotia-
tion and compromise. The inter-
national community, including the 
United States, can help support such a 
dialogue, but it is the Ethiopian Gov-
ernment’s responsibility to create the 
conditions for that to occur. Rather 
than squander the country’s scarce re-
sources on a fruitless, brutal campaign 
to dominate Tigray by force, Prime 
Minister Abiy would be well advised to 
listen to the international community 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 06:01 Nov 02, 2021 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00013 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G01NO6.025 S01NOPT1ss
pe

nc
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
12

6Q
N

23
P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E

---



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES7536 November 1, 2021 
and support a diplomatic solution. The 
alternative is famine, displacement, 
and unending misery for the people of 
Tigray, and for this Nobel Peace Prize 
winner to be held accountable for 
crimes against humanity. 

(At the request of Mr. THUNE, the fol-
lowing statement was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD.) 

f 

MISSED VOTE EXPLANATION 

∑ Mr. RUBIO. Madam President, due to 
unforeseen travel disruptions, I will 
miss today’s votes.∑ 

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

Mr. HAWLEY. Madam President, had 
there been a recorded vote, I would 
have voted no on the confirmation of 
Executive Calendar No. 412, Rahul 
Gupta, of West Virginia, to be Director 
of National Drug Control Policy. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MICHIGAN’S 
VETERANS 

Ms. STABENOW. Madam President, I 
rise today to honor all of the brave 
Michigan veterans who have served in 
our Nation’s military. 

When the scourge of slavery threat-
ened to tear our Nation in two, 
Michiganders selflessly marched to 
war. When fascism rose in Europe, 
Michiganders built an Arsenal of De-
mocracy and kept freedom alive. And 
when terrorists attacked our own coun-
try 20 years ago, Michiganders stood up 
and signed up. Over and over again, 
Michigan men and women have served 
our country to protect our freedoms. 

These veterans all fought different 
battles and had different missions. But 
all of them were patriots. All of them— 
and their families—made incredible 
sacrifices. And all of them were willing 
to lay down their own lives to protect 
their fellow Americans and this Nation 
we love. 

Perhaps there’s no better Michigan 
example of this than Charles S. Ket-
tles. Charles was born in Ypsilanti in 
1930 and fell in love with flying while 
attending Edison Institute High School 
in Dearborn. Aviation was in his blood; 
his dad was a military pilot. 

In 1951, Charles was drafted into the 
Army. He attended Army Aviation 
School and served tours in Korea, 
Japan, and Thailand. He retired from 
Active Duty in 1956 and continued to 
serve in the Army Reserves. 

During the Vietnam war, the Army 
was in desperate need of helicopter pi-
lots. So in 1963, Charlie volunteered for 
active duty and learned to fly the UH- 
1D, ‘‘Huey.’’ 

Those skills would save lives on May 
15, 1967. Then-Major Kettles volun-
teered to lead a flight of six Hueys on 
a rescue mission. 

Charles’s helicopter came under fire, 
but he kept on flying. After the second 
rescue flight, his helicopter was leak-
ing fuel, and his gunner was severely 

wounded. He found a helicopter that 
wasn’t leaking and went back to rescue 
the stranded men. 

On the way back to the base, he 
learned that eight troops had been left 
behind. Without a second thought, he 
returned to the landing zone. 

His helicopter was hit by gunfire and 
a mortar round. Yet somehow, Charles 
made it back to the landing zone, 
picked up the stranded troops, and 
brought them safely back to the base. 
In total, he saved 44 lives that day. 

Typically, the Medal of Honor must 
be awarded within 5 years of the heroic 
act. But this kind of heroism has no ex-
piration date. In 2015, I introduced leg-
islation with Senator GARY PETERS and 
Congresswoman DEBBIE DINGELL to 
allow Charles to receive the Medal of 
Honor. In 2016, he did. 

And earlier this year, it was an in-
credible honor to be there when the 
Veterans Affairs Medical Center in Ann 
Arbor was renamed after Charles. Lieu-
tenant Colonel Kettles saved lives back 
in 1967, and the Lieutenant Colonel 
Charles S. Kettles VA Medical Center 
is saving lives today. 

‘‘We got the 44 out,’’ he said during 
his Medal of Honor ceremony in 2016. 
‘‘None of those names appear on the 
wall in Washington. There’s nothing 
more important than that.’’ 

Humility, a spirit of service, and the 
willingness to sacrifice. Michigan’s 
veterans have done so much for us. It is 
our solemn duty to keep each and 
every promise we have made to them. 

Thank you. 
f 

HONORING CHARLES ‘‘CHARLIE’’ E. 
WHITE 

Mr. TESTER. Madam President, I 
rise today to honor the life of Charles 
‘‘Charlie’’ E. White, an outstanding 
American and decorated Vietnam War 
veteran. 

While Charlie is no longer with us, 
his legacy lives on. On behalf of my fel-
low Americans, I would like extend our 
deepest gratitude for his service to this 
Nation. 

Charlie was born on May 21, 1944, in 
Kansas City, MO, to Owlen and Lucille 
White. His parents raised him along-
side his brothers Bobby and Jerry and 
sister Judy in Independence, MO. 

Charlie never shied away from serv-
ice or sacrifice, and when the Vietnam 
war broke out, he quickly answered the 
call to duty and enlisted in the U.S. 
Army. He served our country hero-
ically as a member of the U.S. Army 
Special Forces, the Green Berets. 

As a sergeant in the Green Berets, he 
engaged in many perilous combat mis-
sions in Vietnam, including one where 
he was wounded by an enemy soldier’s 
bayonet. He donned a scar across his 
face for the rest of his life from this en-
counter and was awarded for his exem-
plary valor with multiple service med-
als. 

After the war, Charlie returned to 
Kansas and settled into his life as a 
loving husband and devoted father. 

Known by many for his hard work ethic 
and determination, he led a long career 
working for BNFS Railway and pro-
vided a great life for his family. 

He is survived by his wife Diane, sons 
Jack and Steve, daughter Tambra, nine 
grandchildren, and one great-grandson. 
His memory lives on through each of 
them and through his enduring legacy. 

I now have the profound honor of rec-
ognizing Charlie White with the fol-
lowing honors for his bravery in the 
line of duty: Bronze Star Medal, Purple 
Heart Medal, and Silver Star Medal. 

These medals represent a small token 
of our country’s appreciation for Char-
lie’s incredible service and sacrifice. 

He is an American hero who has 
made our country proud, and we owe 
him a great debt of gratitude. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

RECOGNIZING FLORENCE’S 
EXQUISITE CHOCOLATES 

∑ Mr. RISCH. Madam President, as a 
member and former chairman of the 
Senate Committee on Small Business 
and Entrepreneurship, each month I 
recognize and celebrate the American 
entrepreneurial spirit by highlighting 
the success of a small business in my 
home State of Idaho. Today, I am 
pleased to honor Florence’s Exquisite 
Chocolates in Rexburg as the Idaho 
Small Business of the Month for No-
vember 2021. 

As the namesake and founder of the 
business, Florence Manwaring had a 
long-standing passion for making choc-
olate. To pay her way through college, 
Florence began working in a chocolate 
factory where she learned the art of 
chocolatiering. Florence combined her 
work experience, passion, and giving 
spirit to make candies for her friends 
and family. Her chocolates became 
popular with her friends, and with 
their encouragement, Florence and her 
husband Var considered launching a 
business so she could pursue her pas-
sion. As the economy hit a downturn in 
the 70s, Var switched his focus from 
construction to helping his wife open a 
small business, and in 1981, Florence’s 
dream became a reality. 

Despite initial struggles, the shop 
quickly gained the attention of the 
Rexburg community and grew so rap-
idly that Florence’s family became in-
volved as well. A true family-owned 
business, the Manwarings have the dis-
tinction of employing every single fam-
ily member, each of whom has been 
critical to the company’s success. 

Some of Florence’s iconic chocolates 
include turtles, haystacks, toffees, 
caramels, and mints. The business has 
received widespread recognition, gar-
nering positive reception from leaders 
of The Church of Jesus Christ of Lat-
ter-day Saints and then-President Ron-
ald Reagan. Florence’s shop has not 
only found success selling locally, but 
has also distributed its candies 
throughout the region. 
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Today, Florence’s Exquisite Choco-

lates remains a family-owned staple in 
Rexburg. Florence’s son Brian and his 
wife Michelle keep the tradition of 
quality-crafted sweets thriving by 
making their products available in 
other stores and maintaining an online 
presence to connect with their loyal 
customers nationwide. They look for-
ward to continuing to serve their com-
munity. 

Congratulations to the Manwaring 
family and all of the employees of 
Florence’s Exquisite Chocolates on 
being the Idaho Small Business of the 
Month for November 2021. You make 
our great State proud, and I look for-
ward to your continued growth and 
success.∑ 

f 

REMEMBERING DEXTER RANDALL 

∑ Mr. SANDERS. Madam President, I 
rise today to honor the memory of Dex-
ter Randall of Newport Center, VT. In 
Dexter’s passing, Vermont and the Na-
tion has lost a great champion for 
farmers. 

Dexter was born in Lyndon, VT, in 
1945 but spent most of his life with his 
family on their farm in Troy, VT. On 
September 3, 1971, he married Alice 
Gilman, who we sadly lost a year ago, 
on June 2, 2020. Along with their five 
children—Lisa, Justin, Jordan, Irene, 
and Jason—Randall and Alice ran their 
small organic dairy farm for 37 years 
before Justin and Irene took over oper-
ations. 

While Dexter was first and foremost 
a farmer, he was also a public servant. 
In the Northeast Kingdom, an area of 
the State often known for more con-
servative points of view, Dexter 
charted a unique political path, serving 
as a Progressive State representative 
with a strong independent streak. Dex-
ter felt that his political philosophy 
was not all that different from that of 
his father, who had been a Republican, 
but that the Vermont Republican 
Party of earlier generations had under-
gone significant change. During his 
time in and out of the Vermont State-
house, he was an unwavering voice for 
farmers and small family farms, fight-
ing for fair milk prices and to safe-
guard Vermont’s agricultural heritage. 

Both in elected office and during his 
30 years on the board of Rural 
Vermont, Dexter showed a fearlessness 
in advocating for bold policy change. 
He understood that in order to save 
family farms and ensure the future of 
agriculture in Vermont, we needed to 
fundamentally rethink agricultural 
policy and fight against corporation 
consolidation. He was at the center of 
some of the biggest agricultural de-
bates of his time, including the cre-
ation of the New England Dairy Com-
pact and fighting to protect farmers 
from the corporate greed of companies 
producing genetically modified orga-
nism—GMO—seeds. Dexter’s work was 
not limited to Vermont. In 2006, he 
traveled to Mali to learn how U.S. poli-
cies impact Africa’s agricultural sec-

tor. On this and many other topics, 
Dexter demonstrated an ability to 
translate complex policy issues into 
plain language, making it easy for his 
constituents to understand and relate 
to. 

Caring for the land was at the heart 
of Dexter’s work. Despite farming 
being more than a full-time job, he was 
active with the Missisquoi Basin Asso-
ciation, the American Devon Cattle As-
sociation, the Orleans County Natural 
Resources Conservation District, and 
the Vermont Center for Sustainable 
Agriculture. At a time when agri-
culture and environmental protection 
were often pitted against one another, 
Dexter showed that farmers can and 
often are strong conservationists and 
excellent stewards of the land. 

When I first met Dexter 35 years ago, 
his reputation as a fearless champion 
for rural Vermonters and farmers pre-
ceded him. Some probably would have 
considered us to be unlikely friends; he 
was a dairy farmer in a remote part of 
the State, and I was the first Inde-
pendent mayor of the State’s biggest 
city of Burlington. Those people, of 
course, were wrong. It was 1986, milk 
prices were low, and both Dexter and I 
understood that farmers were suf-
fering. To raise spirits and money, 
Rural Vermont held a fundraiser near 
Dexter and Alice’s farm. For my part, 
I drove the 2 hours to the Northeast 
Kingdom because not only did I under-
stand the importance of the issue, I 
was impressed by the grassroots advo-
cacy of Dexter, Alice, and the orga-
nizers. From that day on, Dexter and I 
enjoyed a long friendship that included 
a pig roast on his farm each year. At 
the heart, these events were very much 
about good food, comradery, bringing 
people together, and appreciating the 
pastoral landscape of Vermont. These 
events were also where good, old-fash-
ioned democracy took place. People 
could talk about the issues that were 
important to them and feel like politi-
cians were actually listening. I learned 
a great deal at these events about the 
struggles of working people, especially 
in rural Vermont, and for that, I am 
eternally grateful to Dexter. 

I was sad not to be able to join Dex-
ter on the farm this year, and I will 
miss traveling there and seeing Dexter 
each year, but I am thankful for our 
many years of friendship. To my mind, 
Dexter represented the best of 
Vermont; he was not only deeply en-
gaged in the issues, but he also genu-
inely cared about the wellbeing of his 
friends, family, neighbors, fellow farm-
ers, and his rural constituents. He be-
lieved everyone deserves a fair shot, 
and he tirelessly advocated for 
Vermonters at every opportunity he 
could, whether by supporting universal 
healthcare or milk prices that enabled 
farmers to keep the lights on and live 
in dignity. 

Ultimately, Dexter brought his ethos 
about farming—that ‘‘if you take care 
of the land it will take care of you, so 
you can leave it a little bit better than 

you found it’’—to his community and 
his State. Vermont is indeed a better 
place, and Vermonters are better off, 
thanks to Dexter Randall.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Swann, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

In executive session the Presiding Of-
ficer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

PRESIDENTIAL MESSAGE 

REPORT ON THE CONTINUATION 
OF THE NATIONAL EMERGENCY 
THAT WAS ORIGINALLY DE-
CLARED IN EXECUTIVE ORDER 
13067 OF NOVEMBER 3, 1997, WITH 
RESPECT TO SUDAN, RECEIVED 
DURING ADJOURNMENT OF THE 
SENATE ON OCTOBER 29, 2021—PM 
15 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States, together with an accompanying 
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-

gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, within 90 
days prior to the anniversary date of 
its declaration, the President publishes 
in the Federal Register and transmits to 
the Congress a notice stating that the 
emergency is to continue in effect be-
yond the anniversary date. In accord-
ance with this provision, I have sent to 
the Federal Register for publication the 
enclosed notice stating that the na-
tional emergency with respect to 
Sudan declared in Executive Order 
13067 of November 3, 1997, is to continue 
in effect beyond November 3, 2021. 

Sudan made strides in its transition 
toward democracy since 2019, but the 
military takeover of the government 
and arrest of civilian leaders now 
threaten those positive gains. The cri-
sis that led to the declaration of a na-
tional emergency in Executive Order 
13067; the expansion of that emergency 
in Executive Order 13400 of April 26, 
2006; and the taking of additional steps 
with respect to that emergency in Ex-
ecutive Order 13412 of October 13, 2006, 
Executive Order 13761 of January 13, 
2017, and Executive Order 13804 of July 
11, 2017, has not been resolved. The sit-
uation in Darfur continues to pose an 
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unusual and extraordinary threat to 
the national security and foreign pol-
icy of the United States. Therefore, I 
have determined that it is necessary to 
continue the national emergency de-
clared in Executive Order 13067, as ex-
panded by Executive Order 13400, with 
respect to Sudan. 

JOSEPH R. BIDEN, Jr.,
THE WHITE HOUSE, October 28, 2021. 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 
RECEIVED DURING ADJOURNMENT 

Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of January 3, 2021, the Sec-
retary of the Senate, on October 28, 
2021, during the adjournment of the 
Senate, received a message from the 
House of Representatives announcing 
that the House had passed the fol-
lowing bill, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 5763. An act to provide an extension of 
Federal-aid highway, highway safety, and 
transit programs, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 
Under the authority of the order of 

the Senate of January 3, 2021, the Sec-
retary of the Senate, on October 29, 
2021, during the adjournment of the 
Senate, received a message from the 
House of Representatives announcing 
that the Speaker had signed the fol-
lowing enrolled bill: 

H.R. 5763. An act to provide an extension of 
Federal-aid highway, highway safety, and 
transit programs, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of January 3, 2021, the 
President pro tempore (Mr. LEAHY} an-
nounced that on October 29, 2021, dur-
ing the adjournment of the Senate, he 
had signed the following enrolled bill, 
which was previously signed by the 
Speaker of the House: 

H.R. 5763. An act to provide an extension of 
Federal-aid highway, highway safety, and 
transit programs, and for other purposes. 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

At 3:02 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Alli, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the Speaker has signed 
the following enrolled bill: 

H.R. 1899. An act to amend the Controlled 
Substances Act to provide for the modifica-
tion, transfer, and termination of a registra-
tion to manufacture, distribute, or dispense 
controlled substances or list I chemicals, and 
for other purposes. 

The enrolled bill was subsequently 
signed by the President pro tempore 
(Mr. LEAHY). 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

At 7:51 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the Speaker has signed 
the following enrolled bills: 

S. 921. An act to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to further protect officers and 
employees of the United States, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1502. An act to make Federal law en-
forcement officer peer support communica-
tions confidential, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 2911. An act to direct the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to submit to Congress a 
plan for obligating and expending 
Coronavirus pandemic funding made avail-
able to the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and for other purposes. 

H.R. 3475. An act to name the Department 
of Veterans Affairs community-based out-
patient clinic in Columbus, Georgia, as the 
‘‘Robert S. Poydasheff VA Clinic’’. 

H.R. 3919. An act to ensure that the Fed-
eral Communications Commission prohibits 
authorization of radio frequency devices that 
pose a national security risk. 

H.R. 4172. An act to name the Department 
of Veterans Affairs community-based out-
patient clinic in Aurora, Colorado, as the 
‘‘Lieutenant Colonel John W. Mosley VA 
Clinic’’. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–2438. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary, Office of Legislative Af-
fairs, Department of State, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report certifying for fiscal 
year 2021 that no United Nations agency or 
United Nations affiliated agency grants any 
official status, accreditation, or recognition 
to any organization which promotes and con-
dones or seeks the legalization of pedophilia; 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–2439. A communication from the Assist-
ant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to the 
Case-Zablocki Act, 1 U.S.C. 112b, as amended, 
the report of the texts and background state-
ments of international agreements, other 
than treaties (List 2021–0111 - 2021–0124); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–2440. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Regulations and Policy Management 
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De-
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Medical Device De Novo 
Classification Process’’ (RIN0910–AH53) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on October 19, 2021; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2441. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Regulations and Policy Management 
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De-
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Content and Format of Sub-
stantial Equivalence Reports; Food and Drug 
Administration Actions on Substantial 
Equivalence Reports’’ (RIN0910–AH89) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on October 19, 2021; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2442. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Regulations and Policy Management 
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De-
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Premarket Tobacco Product 
Applications and Recordkeeping Require-
ments’’ (RIN0910–AH44) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on October 19, 
2021; to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2443. A communication from the Regu-
lations Coordinator, Health Resources and 
Services Administration, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 

‘‘Implementation of Executive Order on Ac-
cess to Affordable Life-Saving Medications; 
Rescission of Regulation’’ (RIN0906–AB30) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on October 19, 2021; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2444. A communication from the Presi-
dent and Chief Executive Officer, National 
Institute for Children’s Health Quality, De-
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report enti-
tled ‘‘Sickle Cell Disease Treatment Dem-
onstration Regional Collaboratives Pro-
gram’’; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2445. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary, Employee Benefits Se-
curity Administration, Department of Labor, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Requirements Related to 
Surprise Billing; Part II’’ (RIN1210–AC00) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on October 19, 2021; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2446. A communication from the Chair-
man, National Transportation Safety Board, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Board’s 
annual submission regarding agency compli-
ance with the Federal Managers’ Financial 
Integrity Act and revised Office of Manage-
ment and Budget (OMB) Circular A–123; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–2447. A communication from the Execu-
tive Director, Federal Retirement Thrift In-
vestment Board, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Privacy 
Act Exemptions’’ received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on October 19, 
2021; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–2448. A communication from the Execu-
tive Director, Federal Retirement Thrift In-
vestment Board, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to thirteen audit re-
ports issued during fiscal year 2021 regarding 
the Agency and the Thrift Savings Plan; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–2449. A communication from the Asso-
ciate General Counsel for General Law, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to a 
vacancy in the position of General Counsel, 
Department of Homeland Security, received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on October 25, 2021; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–2450. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Office of Regulatory Affairs and 
Collaborative Action, Bureau of Indian Af-
fairs, Department of the Interior, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Indian Land Title and Records’’ 
(RIN1076–AF56) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on October 18, 2021; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

EC–2451. A communication from the Assist-
ant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to the 
Case-Zablocki Act, 1 U.S.C. 112b, as amended, 
the report of the texts and background state-
ments of international agreements, other 
than treaties (List 2021–0125 - 2021–0138); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. DURBIN, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, with amendments: 

S. 2429. A bill to amend chapter 38 of title 
31, United States Code, relating to civil rem-
edies, and for other purposes. 
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INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 

JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. MERKLEY (for himself and Mr. 
WYDEN): 

S. 3123. A bill to amend the Siletz Reserva-
tion Act to address the hunting, fishing, 
trapping, and animal gathering rights of the 
Confederated Tribes of Siletz Indians, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PAUL (for himself and Mrs. 
BLACKBURN): 

S. 3124. A bill to amend title XI of the So-
cial Security Act to repeal the requirement 
for unique health identifiers; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. WARNOCK (for himself, Ms. 
CANTWELL, Mr. PETERS, and Mr. 
PADILLA): 

S. 3125. A bill to establish an alternative 
fuel and low-emission aviation technology 
program, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

By Mr. MERKLEY (for himself and Mr. 
WYDEN): 

S. 3126. A bill to amend the Grand Ronde 
Reservation Act to address the hunting, fish-
ing, trapping, and animal gathering rights of 
the Confederated Tribes of the Grand Ronde 
Community, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN HOLLEN (for himself and 
Mr. CARDIN): 

S. 3127. A bill to amend title 10 and title 46, 
United States Code, to allocate authority for 
nominations to the service academies in the 
event of the death, resignation, or expulsion 
from office of a member of Congress, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr. 
CASSIDY, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. KENNEDY, 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mrs. HYDE-SMITH, 
Mr. RUBIO, Mr. WICKER, and Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND): 

S. 3128. A bill to reauthorize the National 
Flood Insurance Program, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. SCOTT of Florida (for himself 
and Mr. RUBIO): 

S. Res. 435. A resolution honoring the 50th 
anniversary of Versailles, known as ‘‘The 
World’s Most Famous Cuban Restaurant’’; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRUZ: 
S. Con. Res. 18. A concurrent resolution re-

quiring the Architect of the Capitol, the Sec-
retary of the Senate, and the Chief Adminis-
trative Officer of the House of Representa-
tives to contract with food service contrac-
tors and vending machine contractors for the 
Capitol Complex that accept cryptocurrency, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Rules and Administration. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 435 

At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 
name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. LUJÁN) was added as a cosponsor 

of S. 435, a bill to extend the Secure 
Rural Schools and Community Self-De-
termination Act of 2000. 

S. 444 
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 

name of the Senator from Nevada (Ms. 
ROSEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
444, a bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to authorize the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs to provide or assist 
in providing an additional vehicle 
adapted for operation by disabled indi-
viduals to certain eligible persons. 

S. 535 
At the request of Ms. ERNST, the 

names of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. KENNEDY) and the Senator from 
Georgia (Mr. WARNOCK) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 535, a bill to authorize 
the location of a memorial on the Na-
tional Mall to commemorate and honor 
the members of the Armed Forces that 
served on active duty in support of the 
Global War on Terrorism, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 978 
At the request of Ms. SMITH, the 

name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
WARNOCK) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 978, a bill to provide for the adjust-
ment or modification by the Secretary 
of Agriculture of loans for critical 
rural utility service providers, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1106 
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 

names of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. SANDERS) and the Senator from 
Colorado (Mr. HICKENLOOPER) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1106, a bill to 
prohibit the sale of shark fins, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1385 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 

names of the Senator from Illinois (Ms. 
DUCKWORTH), the Senator from Rhode 
Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE), the Senator 
from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) and the 
Senator from Colorado (Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER) were added as cospon-
sors of S. 1385, a bill to amend the Ani-
mal Welfare Act to establish additional 
requirements for dealers, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1972 
At the request of Mr. KELLY, the 

name of the Senator from Nevada (Ms. 
CORTEZ MASTO) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1972, a bill to amend title 10, 
United States Code, to improve depend-
ent coverage under the TRICARE 
Young Adult Program, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 2153 
At the request of Mr. SCOTT of South 

Carolina, the name of the Senator from 
Hawaii (Mr. SCHATZ) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2153, a bill to amend the 
National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 to 
ensure community accountability for 
areas repeatedly damaged by floods, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 2273 
At the request of Mr. BRAUN, the 

names of the Senator from Nevada (Ms. 
ROSEN) and the Senator from New 

Hampshire (Ms. HASSAN) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 2273, a bill to authorize 
Inspectors General to continue oper-
ations during a lapse in appropriations, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 2322 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 

name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Ms. HASSAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2322, a bill to require a 
pilot program on the participation of 
non-asset-based third-party logistics 
providers in the Customs-Trade Part-
nership Against Terrorism. 

S. 2483 
At the request of Ms. ROSEN, the 

name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
OSSOFF) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2483, a bill to require the Director of 
the Cybersecurity and Infrastructure 
Security Agency to establish cyberse-
curity guidance for small organiza-
tions, and for other purposes. 

S. 2580 
At the request of Ms. SINEMA, the 

name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
CRAPO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2580, a bill to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior and the Secretary of Agri-
culture to make free National Parks 
and Federal Recreational Lands Passes 
available to members of the Armed 
Forces, and for other purposes. 

S. 2941 
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the 

name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MARSHALL) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 2941, a bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to limit the liabil-
ity of health care professionals who 
volunteer to provide health care serv-
ices in response to a disaster. 

S. 3063 
At the request of Mr. HAGERTY, the 

name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CORNYN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3063, a bill to prohibit the use of funds 
for a United States Embassy, Con-
sulate General, Legation, Consular Of-
fice, or any other diplomatic facility in 
Jerusalem other than the United 
States Embassy to the State of Israel, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 3086 
At the request of Mr. SCOTT of Flor-

ida, the name of the Senator from Lou-
isiana (Mr. KENNEDY) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 3086, a bill to require 
the Energy Information Administra-
tion to submit to Congress and make 
publicly available an annual report on 
Federal agency policies and regula-
tions and Executive orders that have 
increased or may increase energy 
prices in the United States, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 3092 
At the request of Mr. PADILLA, the 

names of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY), the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) and the Senator from 
Washington (Mrs. MURRAY) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 3092, a bill to amend 
the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act to im-
prove the provision of certain disaster 
assistance, and for other purposes. 
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S. 3093 

At the request of Mr. PADILLA, the 
names of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY), the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) and the Senator from 
Washington (Mrs. MURRAY) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 3093, a bill to amend 
the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act to im-
prove the provision of certain disaster 
assistance, and for other purposes. 

S. 3094 

At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Ms. HASSAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 3094, a bill to amend title 
38, United States Code, to improve 
homeless veterans reintegration pro-
grams, and for other purposes. 

S. 3096 

At the request of Mr. KELLY, the 
name of the Senator from Arizona (Ms. 
SINEMA) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3096, a bill to make amendments to the 
Barry Goldwater Scholarship and Ex-
cellence in Education Act. 

S.J. RES. 25 

At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S.J. Res. 25, a joint resolu-
tion proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States re-
lating to contributions and expendi-
tures intended to affect elections. 

S. RES. 390 

At the request of Mr. GRAHAM, the 
name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
YOUNG) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 390, a resolution expressing appre-
ciation for the State of Qatar’s efforts 
to assist the United States during Op-
eration Allies Refuge. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3881 

At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. VAN HOLLEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 3881 in-
tended to be proposed to H.R. 4350, to 
authorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2022 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3922 

At the request of Ms. HIRONO, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. WICKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of amendment No. 3922 intended to be 
proposed to H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4017 

At the request of Mr. KELLY, the 
names of the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. WARNER) and the Senator from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. CASEY) were added 
as cosponsors of amendment No. 4017 
intended to be proposed to H.R. 4350, to 

authorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2022 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4018 

At the request of Mr. KELLY, the 
name of the Senator from Nevada (Ms. 
CORTEZ MASTO) was added as a cospon-
sor of amendment No. 4018 intended to 
be proposed to H.R. 4350, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4021 

At the request of Ms. ERNST, the 
names of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN), the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mrs. CAPITO), the Senator from 
North Dakota (Mr. HOEVEN), the Sen-
ator from Arkansas (Mr. BOOZMAN), the 
Senator from Oklahoma (Mr. 
LANKFORD) and the Senator from Geor-
gia (Mr. WARNOCK) were added as co-
sponsors of amendment No. 4021 in-
tended to be proposed to H.R. 4350, to 
authorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2022 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4025 

At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 4025 intended to be pro-
posed to H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 435—HON-
ORING THE 50TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF VERSAILLES, KNOWN AS 
‘‘THE WORLD’S MOST FAMOUS 
CUBAN RESTAURANT’’ 

Mr. SCOTT of Florida (for himself 
and Mr. RUBIO) submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 435 

Whereas Versailles, located in Miami, 
Florida, is known as ‘‘The World’s Most Fa-
mous Cuban Restaurant’’; 

Whereas Versailles was originally founded 
in 1971 by Felipe Valls Sr., a Cuban immi-
grant; 

Whereas, soon after opening its doors in 
1971, Versailles became the gathering place 
for Cuban exiles located in Miami; 

Whereas Versailles has been a central spot 
for notable visitors from across the United 

States to show their support for the Cuban 
people; 

Whereas Versailles has been home to many 
peaceful protests, including large scale dem-
onstrations like the one that occurred in 
July 2021 in support of the people of Cuba 
protesting the harshness of the current re-
gime in that country; 

Whereas Versailles hosted seas of Cuban- 
Americans celebrating the death of longtime 
dictator Fidel Castro in November 2016, 
which led more than 60 TV crews and other 
forms of media to come and witness a piece 
of Cuban and Cuban-American history; 

Whereas the mirrors in the main hall of 
Versailles, designed by Juan Pérez-Cruz, a 
decorator with a passion for French styles 
and uncle of singer Pitbull, appear to make 
the restaurant goers multiply; 

Whereas Versailles is described by many 
residents of Miami-Dade County as being a 
cultural hub for Cuban-Americans and 
Miamians, which is evidenced by the fact 
that whenever a sports team in Miami wins 
a national title or accomplishes something 
extraordinary, there will be crowds of people 
outside of Versailles and on Calle Ocho, 
banging pots and pans together and chanting 
in celebration; 

Whereas Versailles is working with the 
History of Miami Museum and Exile Books 
to collect memories and stories from individ-
uals in connection with the restaurant over 
the past 50 years in order to showcase the 
cultural significance of Versailles; 

Whereas the legacy of Felipe Valls Sr. con-
tinues with the Valls Group, which has 2,000 
employees and owns the 9 La Carretas in 
South Florida, MesaMar in Coral Gables, 
Casa Cuba in South Miami, and Casa 
Juancho, a longtime Spanish restaurant in 
Little Havana; 

Whereas the Valls family worked with the 
locally founded grocery store chain Sedano’s 
to employ over 400 Versailles staff members 
while Versailles and all of the La Carreta lo-
cations were closed in 2020 during the 
Coranavirus Disease 2019 (COVID–19) pan-
demic; and 

Whereas the Valls family has participated 
in charitable work throughout the Miami 
community for many organizations, includ-
ing the American Cancer Society and Ami-
gos for Kids: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) honors the 50th anniversary of 

Versailles, known as the ‘‘The World’s Most 
Famous Cuban Restaurant’’, as a moment to 
celebrate Cuban heritage and the innovation 
of the people of South Florida; 

(2) notes that the story of Versailles, being 
created by Cuban immigrants as a cultural 
hub for Cuban-Americans and Miamians, is 
unique to the United States; and 

(3) commends Versailles for 50 years of op-
eration and cultural contributions to Miami 
and the great State of Florida. 

f 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 18—REQUIRING THE ARCHI-
TECT OF THE CAPITOL, THE SEC-
RETARY OF THE SENATE, AND 
THE CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OF-
FICER OF THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES TO CONTRACT 
WITH FOOD SERVICE CONTRAC-
TORS AND VENDING MACHINE 
CONTRACTORS FOR THE CAP-
ITOL COMPLEX THAT ACCEPT 
CRYPTOCURRENCY, AND FOR 
OTHER PURPOSES 
Mr. CRUZ submitted the following 

concurrent resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Rules and 
Administration: 
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S. CON. RES. 18 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This resolution may be cited as the 
‘‘Adopting Cryptocurrency in Congress as an 
Exchange of Payment for Transactions Reso-
lution’’ or the ‘‘ACCEPT Resolution’’. 
SEC. 2. ACCEPTING OF CRYPTOCURRENCY AT 

RESTAURANTS, VENDING MACHINES, 
AND GIFT SHOPS IN THE CAPITOL 
COMPLEX. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
(1) the term ‘‘Capitol Buildings’’ means the 

Capitol Buildings described in section 5101 of 
title 40, United States Code; and 

(2) the term ‘‘digital asset’’ means a na-
tively electronic asset that— 

(A) is recorded on a cryptographically se-
cured distributed ledger; and 

(B) is designed to confer only economic or 
access rights. 

(b) ACCEPTANCE OF CRYPTOCURRENCY.—The 
Architect of the Capitol, the Secretary of the 
Senate, and the Chief Administrative Officer 
of the House of Representatives shall each, 
for the Capitol Buildings that are under 
their jurisdiction— 

(1) subject to subsection (c), solicit and 
enter into contracts to provide food service 
and vending machines in such Capitol Build-
ings with persons that will accept digital as-
sets as payment for goods; and 

(2) encourage the gift shops in such Capitol 
Buildings to accept digital assets as payment 
for goods. 

(c) ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS.—The Ar-
chitect of the Capitol, the Secretary of the 
Senate, and the Chief Administrative Officer 
of the House of Representatives may not 
enter into contracts described in subsection 
(b)(1) if the Architect of the Capitol, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of the Senate 
and the Chief Administrative Officer of the 
House, reports to the Committee on Rules 
and Administration of the Senate and the 
Committee on House Administration of the 
House of Representatives that entering into 
such contracts would preclude the selection 
of alternatives that are cost-effective and 
value-centered for patrons. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 4068. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, to authorize appropriations for fiscal 
year 2022 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 4069. Mr. MERKLEY (for himself and 
Ms. WARREN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3867 
submitted by Mr. REED and intended to be 
proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4070. Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Ms. 
STABENOW, Ms. ERNST, and Mr. TESTER) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed to the 
bill H.R. 4350, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 4071. Ms. SINEMA (for herself and Mr. 
PORTMAN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 3867 sub-
mitted by Mr. REED and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4072. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4073. Mr. CRAMER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4074. Mr. HAWLEY (for himself and Mr. 
BLUNT) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 3867 sub-
mitted by Mr. REED and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4075. Mr. HAWLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4076. Mr. HAWLEY (for himself, Mr. 
SCOTT of Florida, and Mr. COTTON) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4077. Ms. ERNST (for herself, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, Mr. WARNOCK, Mrs. BLACKBURN, 
and Mr. CASEY) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3867 
submitted by Mr. REED and intended to be 
proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4078. Mr. OSSOFF submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED and intended 
to be proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4079. Mr. OSSOFF submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED and intended 
to be proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4080. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4081. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself and 
Mr. PADILLA) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3867 
submitted by Mr. REED and intended to be 
proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4082. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself, Ms. 
ERNST, Mr. CORNYN, and Ms. COLLINS) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed to the 
bill H.R. 4350, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 4083. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself and 
Mr. PADILLA) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3867 
submitted by Mr. REED and intended to be 
proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4084. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself and 
Mr. PADILLA) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3867 
submitted by Mr. REED and intended to be 
proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4085. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself and 
Mr. PADILLA) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3867 
submitted by Mr. REED and intended to be 
proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4086. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 

and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4087. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4088. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself and 
Mr. SCHATZ) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3867 
submitted by Mr. REED and intended to be 
proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4089. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself and 
Mr. PADILLA) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3867 
submitted by Mr. REED and intended to be 
proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4090. Mrs. FISCHER (for herself and Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3867 
submitted by Mr. REED and intended to be 
proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4091. Mr. DURBIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED and intended 
to be proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4092. Mr. DURBIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED and intended 
to be proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4093. Mr. MARSHALL (for himself, Mr. 
LANKFORD, Mr. SCOTT of Florida, Mr. 
WICKER, Mr. TUBERVILLE, Mr. CRUZ, Mr. 
JOHNSON, Mr. CRAMER, and Mr. KENNEDY) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed to the 
bill H.R. 4350, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 4094. Ms. ROSEN (for herself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3867 
submitted by Mr. REED and intended to be 
proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4095. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED and intended 
to be proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4096. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED and intended 
to be proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4097. Mr. LANKFORD (for himself and 
Mr. DAINES) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3867 
submitted by Mr. REED and intended to be 
proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4098. Mr. LANKFORD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4099. Mr. LANKFORD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4100. Mr. LANKFORD (for himself and 
Mr. BRAUN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3867 
submitted by Mr. REED and intended to be 
proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4101. Mr. LANKFORD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
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amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4102. Mr. LANKFORD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4103. Mr. LANKFORD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4104. Mr. LANKFORD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4105. Mr. LANKFORD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4106. Mr. LANKFORD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4107. Mr. LANKFORD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4108. Mr. LANKFORD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4109. Mr. LANKFORD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4110. Mr. LANKFORD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4111. Mr. LANKFORD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4112. Mr. KING (for himself, Mr. 
ROUNDS, Mr. SASSE, Ms. ROSEN, and Ms. HAS-
SAN) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 3867 sub-
mitted by Mr. REED and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4113. Mr. MANCHIN (for himself, Mr. 
LUJÁN, and Mrs. CAPITO) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4114. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4115. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 

4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4116. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4117. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4118. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4119. Mr. WICKER (for himself and Mr. 
KAINE) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 3867 sub-
mitted by Mr. REED and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4120. Mr. WICKER (for himself and Mr. 
KAINE) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 3867 sub-
mitted by Mr. REED and intended to be pro-
posed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4121. Ms. CORTEZ MASTO (for herself 
and Mrs. FISCHER) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment SA 
3867 submitted by Mr. REED and intended to 
be proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4122. Ms. CORTEZ MASTO (for herself 
and Mr. BLUMENTHAL) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED and intended 
to be proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4123. Ms. CORTEZ MASTO submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4124. Mr. KING submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED and intended 
to be proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4125. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4126. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4127. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4128. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4129. Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself and 
Mr. PORTMAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3867 
submitted by Mr. REED and intended to be 
proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4130. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 

and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4131. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED 
and intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4132. Mr. SCHUMER (for Mr. MENEN-
DEZ) proposed an amendment to the bill S. 
1064, to advance the strategic alignment of 
United States diplomatic tools toward the 
realization of free, fair, and transparent elec-
tions in Nicaragua and to reaffirm the com-
mitment of the United States to protect the 
fundamental freedoms and human rights of 
the people of Nicaragua, and for other pur-
poses. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 
SA 4068. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 

amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle F of title XII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 1264. REPORT ON ISRAELI SETTLEMENT AC-

TIVITY IN OCCUPIED WEST BANK. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and annually thereafter, the Secretary of 
State shall submit to the appropriate com-
mittees of Congress a report that assesses 
the status of Israeli settlement activity in 
the occupied West Bank. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required by sub-
section (a) shall include the following with 
respect to Israeli settlement activity in the 
West Bank: 

(1) The number of permits, tenders, and 
housing starts approved by the Government 
of Israel for settlement construction and the 
locations concerned. 

(2) The number and locations of new out-
posts established without the approval of the 
Government of Israel. 

(3) The number and locations of outposts 
established without the approval of the Gov-
ernment of Israel that were retroactively le-
galized. 

(4) An assessment of the impact of settle-
ments and outposts on— 

(A) the freedom of movement, livelihoods, 
and quality of life of Palestinians; and 

(B) the potential for establishing in the fu-
ture a viable Palestinian state. 

(5) The number and locations of 
demolitions of homes, businesses, or infra-
structure owned by, or primarily serving, 
Palestinians. 

(6) The number and locations of evictions 
of Palestinians from their places of resi-
dence. 

(7) The number of permits issued for Pal-
estinians in East Jerusalem and the West 
Bank territory designated under the Oslo Ac-
cords as ‘‘Area C’’. 

(8) A description of the level of financial 
expenditures by the Government of Israel in 
Israeli settlements in the West Bank. 

(9) An analysis of the impact any change in 
the matters described in paragraphs (1) 
through (8) on would have on— 

(A) the diplomatic posture of the United 
States globally; and 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7543 November 1, 2021 
(B) the national security of the United 

States. 
(c) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS 

DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘appro-
priate committees of Congress’’ means— 

(1) the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
the Committee on Armed Services, and the 
Select Committee on Intelligence of the Sen-
ate; and 

(2) the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the 
Committee on Armed Services, and the Per-
manent Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the House of Representatives. 

SA 4069. Mr. MERKLEY (for himself 
and Ms. WARREN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XXXI, add 
the following: 
SEC. 3114. REALLOCATION OF FUNDING FOR B83 

GRAVITY BOMB LIFE EXTENSION TO 
SUPPORT GLOBAL VACCINE PRO-
DUCTION CAPACITY. 

(a) REDUCTION IN AMOUNT FOR B83 GRAVITY 
BOMB LIFE EXTENSION.—The amount author-
ized to be appropriated by section 3101 and 
available as specified in the funding table in 
section 4701 for stockpile major moderniza-
tion for multi-weapon systems is hereby re-
duced by $98,456,000, with the amount of the 
reduction to be derived from amounts avail-
able for life extension for the B83 gravity 
bomb. 

(b) FUNDING FOR GLOBAL VACCINE PRODUC-
TION.—There are authorized to be appro-
priated to the Secretary of State and other 
relevent agencies $98,456,000 to provide sup-
port— 

(1) for expanding global vaccine production 
capacity, including through the development 
or transfer of technology and the construc-
tion, expansion, or modernization of facili-
ties; and 

(2) to other countries, especially low and 
middle-income countries, with the distribu-
tion and delivery of COVID–19 vaccines. 

SA 4070. Mr. GRASSLEY (for him-
self, Ms. STABENOW, Ms. ERNST, and Mr. 
TESTER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED and in-
tended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2022 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense ac-
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1064. CONSIDERATION OF FOOD INSECU-

RITY IN DETERMINATIONS OF THE 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN INVEST-
MENT IN THE UNITED STATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 721(f) of the De-
fense Production Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. 
4565(f)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (10), by striking ‘‘; and’’ 
and inserting a semicolon; 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (11) as para-
graph (12); and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (10) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(11) the potential effects of the proposed 
or pending transaction on the security of the 
food and agriculture systems of the United 
States, including any effects on the avail-
ability of, access to, or safety and quality of 
food; and’’. 

(b) INCLUSION OF SECRETARIES OF AGRI-
CULTURE AND HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 
ON THE COMMITTEE.—Section 721(k)(2) of the 
Defense Production Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. 
4565(k)(2)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (H), (I), 
and (J) as subparagraphs (J), (K), and (L), re-
spectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (G) the 
following: 

‘‘(H) The Secretary of Agriculture. 
‘‘(I) The Secretary of Health and Human 

Services.’’. 

SA 4071. Ms. SINEMA (for herself and 
Mr. PORTMAN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title VII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 744. TASK FORCE TO REVIEW SMART DEVICE 

MENTAL HEALTH RESILIENCY AP-
PLICATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall establish a 
task force to review mental health resiliency 
applications currently available for smart 
devices. 

(b) MENTAL HEALTH RESILIENCY APPLICA-
TIONS.—Mental health resiliency applica-
tions to be reviewed under subsection (a) 
may include evidence-based applications 
such as Virtual Hope Box. 

(c) REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 

after the establishment of the task force 
under subsection (a), the task force, in con-
sultation with the Director of the Defense 
Health Agency and the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs, shall submit to the Secretary 
of Defense and the congressional defense 
committees a report on the findings of the 
task force. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report submitted under 
paragraph (1) shall include the following: 

(A) An assessment of the efficacy of the 
mental health resiliency applications re-
viewed under subsection (a) at improving be-
havioral health outcomes. 

(B) A description of any trials or pilot pro-
grams completed or underway at the Depart-
ment of Defense with respect to the use of 
such applications. 

(C) An assessment of the cost associated 
with such applications. 

(D) An assessment of the compatibility of 
the use of such applications with other ini-
tiatives of the Department. 

(E) Such recommendations as the task 
force may have on forming a pilot program 
to encourage the use of one or more of such 
applications among members of the Armed 
Forces. 

SA 4072. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 

amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title XII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 1283. SUSPENSION OF CERTAIN UNITED 

STATES ASSISTANCE TO HONDURAS. 
(a) PROHIBITION ON COMMERCIAL EXPORT OF 

COVERED DEFENSE ARTICLES AND SERVICES 
AND COVERED MUNITIONS ITEMS TO THE HON-
DURAN POLICE OR MILITARY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the President shall prohibit the issuance of 
licenses to export covered defense articles 
and services and covered munitions items to 
the police or military of the Republic of Hon-
duras. 

(2) TERMINATION.—The prohibition under 
paragraph (1) shall terminate on the date on 
which the President determines and reports 
to the appropriate congressional committees 
that the police or military of the Republic of 
Honduras have not engaged in gross viola-
tions of human rights during the one-year 
period ending on the date of such determina-
tion. 

(3) WAIVER.—The prohibition under para-
graph (1) shall not apply to the issuance of a 
license with respect to which the President 
submits to the appropriate congressional 
committees a written certification that the 
exports to be covered by such license are im-
portant to the national interests and foreign 
policy goals of the United States, including a 
description of the manner in which such ex-
ports will promote such interests and goals. 

(4) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
(A) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-

TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional 
committees’’ means— 

(i) the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and the Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate; and 

(ii) the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives. 

(B) COVERED DEFENSE ARTICLES AND SERV-
ICES.—The term ‘‘covered defense articles 
and services’’ means defense articles and de-
fense services designated by the President 
under section 38(a)(1) of the Arms Export 
Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2778(a)(1)). 

(C) COVERED MUNITIONS ITEMS.—The term 
‘‘covered munitions items’’ means tear gas, 
pepper spray, rubber bullets, foam rounds, 
bean bag rounds, pepper balls, water can-
nons, handcuffs, shackles, stun guns, tasers, 
semi-automatic firearms, and their associ-
ated munitions not included in the definition 
under subparagraph (B). 

(b) SUSPENSION AND RESTRICTIONS OF SECU-
RITY ASSISTANCE EXTENDED TO THE REPUBLIC 
OF HONDURAS UNLESS CERTAIN CONDITIONS 
ARE MET.— 

(1) SUSPENSION OF SECURITY ASSISTANCE.— 
No assistance may be made available for the 
police or military of the Republic of Hon-
duras, including assistance for equipment 
and training. 

(2) LOANS FROM MULTILATERAL DEVELOP-
MENT BANKS AND THE UNITED STATES INTER-
NATIONAL DEVELOPMENT FINANCE CORPORA-
TION.—The Secretary of the Treasury shall— 

(A) instruct United States representatives 
at multilateral development banks to use 
their voice and vote to oppose any loans for 
the police or military of the Republic of Hon-
duras; and 
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(B) instruct the United States Executive 

Director of each international financial in-
stitution and the Chief Executive Officer of 
the United States International Develop-
ment Finance Corporation to promote 
human rights due diligence and risk manage-
ment in connection with any loan, grant, 
policy, or strategy related to the Republic of 
Honduras, in accordance with the criteria 
specified in subsection 7029(d) of the Depart-
ment of State, Foreign Operations, and Re-
lated Programs Appropriations Act, 2020 (di-
vision G of Public Law 116–94; 133 Stat. 2863) 
and accompanying report. 

(3) CONDITIONS FOR LIFTING SUSPENSIONS 
AND RESTRICTIONS.—The provisions of this 
subsection shall terminate on the date on 
which the Secretary of State determines and 
reports to the Committees on Foreign Rela-
tions and Appropriations of the Senate and 
the Committees on Foreign Affairs and Ap-
propriations of the House of Representatives 
that the Government of Honduras has— 

(A) pursued all legal avenues to bring to 
trial and obtain a verdict of all those who or-
dered, carried out, and covered up— 

(i) the March 2, 2016, murder of Berta 
Cáceres; 

(ii) the killings of over 100 small-farmer ac-
tivists in the Aguán Valley; 

(iii) the killings of 22 people and forced dis-
appearance of 1 person by state security 
forces in the context of the 2017 post-elec-
toral crisis; 

(iv) the killings of at least 6 people by 
state security forces in the context of anti- 
government demonstrations between March 
and July of 2019; 

(v) the killings of at least 21 journalists 
and media workers between October 2016 and 
July 2020; 

(vi) the July 18, 2020, forced disappearances 
of 4 Garı́funa community leaders from 
Triunfo de la Cruz; and 

(vii) the December 26, 2020, killing of indig-
enous Lenca leader and environmental activ-
ist Félix Vásquez at his home in La Paz, and 
the December 29, 2020, killing of indigenous 
Tolupan leader and environmental activist 
Adan Mejı́a in Yoro; 

(B) investigated and successfully pros-
ecuted members of military and police forces 
who are credibly found to have violated 
human rights and ensured that the military 
and police cooperated in such cases, and that 
such violations have ceased; 

(C) withdrawn the military from domestic 
policing and ensured that all domestic police 
functions are separated from the command 
and control of the Armed Forces of Honduras 
and are instead directly responsible to civil-
ian authority; 

(D) established that it protects effectively 
the rights of trade unionists, journalists, 
small farmers, human rights and environ-
mental defenders, indigenous and Afro-indig-
enous community members and rights activ-
ists, women’s and LGBTQI rights activists, 
critics of the government, and other mem-
bers of civil society to operate without inter-
ference or repression; and 

(E) taken effective steps to establish the 
rule of law and to guarantee a judicial sys-
tem that is capable of investigating, pros-
ecuting, and bringing to justice members of 
the police and military who have committed 
human rights abuses. 

(c) POLICE OR MILITARY OF THE REPUBLIC OF 
HONDURAS DEFINED.—In this section, the 
term ‘‘police or military of the Republic of 
Honduras’’ means— 

(1) the Honduran National Police; 
(2) the Honduran Armed Forces; 
(3) the Military Police of Public Order of 

the Republic of Honduras; or 
(4) para-police or paramilitary elements, 

acting under color of law or having received 
financing, training, orders, intelligence, 

weapons, or other forms of material assist-
ance from the forces identified in paragraphs 
(1) through (3). 

SA 4073. Mr. CRAMER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title XV, add 
the following: 
SEC. lll. ACTIVE PROTECTION OF THE MAJOR 

RANGE AND TEST FACILITY BASE. 
(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Defense 

may take, and may authorize members of 
the Armed Forces and officers and civilian 
employees of the Department of Defense to 
take, such actions described in subsection (b) 
as are necessary to mitigate the threat, as 
determined by the Secretary, that a space- 
based asset may pose to the security or oper-
ation of the Major Range and Test Facility 
Base (as defined in section 196(i) of title 10, 
United States Code). 

(b) ACTIONS DESCRIBED.—The actions de-
scribed in this subsection are the following: 

(1) To detect, identify, monitor, and track 
a space-based asset, without prior consent, 
including by means of intercept or other ac-
cess of an electronic communication used to 
control the space-based asset. 

(2) To disrupt the sensors of a space-based 
asset, without prior consent, including by 
disabling, intercepting, interfering with, or 
causing interference with such space-based 
sensors. 

SA 4074. Mr. HAWLEY (for himself 
and Mr. BLUNT) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X of divi-
sion A, add the following: 
SEC. 10ll. HONORING MISSOURIANS WHO MADE 

THE ULTIMATE SACRIFICE IN AF-
GHANISTAN. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) Marine Corps Lance Corporal Jared 

Schmitz of Wentzville, Missouri, was a dear 
and loving son, brother, and friend, who 
sought constantly to lift those around him 
and care for others in need; 

(2) Lance Corporal Schmitz was a devoted 
patriot who knew that he wanted to serve in 
the Marine Corps by his sophomore year of 
high school and trained relentlessly on his 
own initiative so that he might one day wear 
the Eagle, Globe, and Anchor; 

(3) Lance Corporal Schmitz enlisted in the 
Marine Corps before his 18th birthday and 
went on to serve with gallantry as a Marine 
Corps infantryman, upholding the standards 
and traditions of all the brave service mem-
bers from the State of Missouri who came be-
fore him; 

(4) Lance Corporal Schmitz went to Kabul, 
Afghanistan, in August 2021 and, despite the 

risks, demonstrated heroic commitment to 
supporting the evacuation of citizens of the 
United States, allies of the United States, 
partners of the United States, and innocent 
civilians; 

(5) on August 26, 2021, at just 20 years of 
age, while serving alongside his fellow citi-
zens to provide safe passage to those in need, 
Lance Corporal Schmitz made the ultimate 
sacrifice at the international airport in 
Kabul, giving his life so that others might 
live; and 

(6) Lance Corporal Schmitz was the last of 
the 56 Missourians who made the ultimate 
sacrifice as part of Operation Enduring Free-
dom and Operation Freedom’s Sentinel and 
whose names shall not be forgotten, includ-
ing— 

(A) Christopher Michael Allgaier; 
(B) Michael Chad Bailey; 
(C) Michael Joe Beckerman; 
(D) Brian Jay Bradbury; 
(E) Paul Douglas Carron; 
(F) Jacob Russell Carver; 
(G) Joseph Brian Cemper; 
(H) Robert Keith Charlton; 
(I) Richard Michael Crane; 
(J) Robert Wayne Crow, Jr.; 
(K) Justin Eric Culbreth; 
(L) Robert Gene Davis; 
(M) Edward Fred Dixon III; 
(N) Jason David Fingar; 
(O) James Matthew Finley; 
(P) Zachary Michael Fisher; 
(Q) Jacob Rudeloff Fleischer; 
(R) Blake Wade Hall; 
(S) Nicholas Joel Hand; 
(T) James Warren Harrison, Jr.; 
(U) Jonathon Michael Dean Hostetter; 
(V) James Roger Ide V; 
(W) Issac Brandon Jackson; 
(X) Christopher M. Katzenberger; 
(Y) Jeremy Andrew Katzenberger; 
(Z) William Jo Kerwood; 
(AA) Daniel Leon Kisling, Jr.; 
(BB) Denis Deleon Kisseloff; 
(CC) Donald Matthew Marler; 
(DD) Matthew David Mason; 
(EE) Richard Lewis McNulty III; 
(FF) Bradley Louis Melton; 
(GG) James Douglas Mowris; 
(HH) Michael Robert Patton; 
(II) Joseph Michael Peters; 
(JJ) Robert Wayne Pharris; 
(KK) Ricky Linn Richardson, Jr.; 
(LL) Charles Montague Sadell; 
(MM) Charles Ray Sanders, Jr.; 
(NN) Ronald Wayne Sawyer; 
(OO) Patrick Wayne Schimmel; 
(PP) Jared Marcus Schmitz; 
(QQ) Roslyn Littman Schulte; 
(RR) Billy Joe Siercks; 
(SS) Adam Olin Smith; 
(TT) Tyler James Smith; 
(UU) Christopher Glenn Stark; 
(VV) Sean Patrick Sullivan; 
(WW) Philip James Svitak; 
(XX) Phillip David Vinnedge; 
(YY) Matthew Herbert Walker; 
(ZZ) Jeffrey Lee White, Jr.; 
(AAA) Matthew Willard Wilson; 
(BBB) Vincent Cortez Winston, Jr.; 
(CCC) Sterling William Wyatt; and 
(DDD) Gunnar William Zwilling. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) Marine Corps Lance Corporal Jared 
Schmitz and his fellow Missourians who 
made the ultimate sacrifice during the war 
in Afghanistan represent the very best of the 
State of Missouri and the United States; and 

(2) the United States honors those brave 
service members and their families and shall 
never forget the services they rendered and 
sacrifices they made in the defense of their 
grateful Nation. 
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SA 4075. Mr. HAWLEY submitted an 

amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title VIII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 857. COMBATING TRAFFICKING IN PERSONS. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the United States Government 
should have a zero tolerance policy for 
human trafficking, and it is of vital impor-
tance that Government contractors who en-
gage in human trafficking be held account-
able. 

(b) ANALYSIS REQUIRED.—The Secretary of 
Defense shall review the recommendations 
contained in the report of the Comptroller 
General of the United States titled ‘‘Human 
Trafficking: DOD Should Address Weak-
nesses in Oversight of Contractors and Re-
porting of Investigations Related to Con-
tracts’’ (dated August 2021; GAO-21-546) and 
develop the following: 

(1) Policies and processes to ensure con-
tracting officers of the Department of De-
fense be informed of their responsibilities re-
lating to combating trafficking in persons 
and to ensure that such contracting officers 
are accurately and completely reporting 
trafficking in persons investigations. 

(2) Policies and processes to specify— 
(A) the offices and individuals within the 

Department that should be receiving and re-
porting on trafficking in persons incidents 
involving contractors; 

(B) the elements of the Department and 
persons outside the Department that are re-
sponsible for reporting trafficking in persons 
investigations; and 

(C) requirements relating to reporting such 
incident in the Federal Awardee Perform-
ance and Integrity Information System (or 
any other contractor performance rating 
system). 

(3) Policies and processes to ensure that 
combating trafficking in persons monitoring 
is more effectively implemented through, 
among other things, reviewing and moni-
toring contractor compliance plans relating 
to combating trafficking in persons. 

(4) Policies and processes to ensure the 
Secretary of Defense has accurate and com-
plete information about compliance with ac-
quisition-specific training requirements re-
lating to combating trafficking in persons by 
contractors. 

(5) A mechanism for ensuring completion 
of such training within 30 days after a con-
tractor begins performance on a contract. 

(6) An assessment of the resources and 
staff required to support oversight of com-
bating trafficking in persons, including re-
sources and staff to validate annual com-
bating trafficking in persons self-assess-
ments by elements of the Department. 

(c) INTERIM BRIEF.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall brief the con-
gressional defense committees, the Com-
mittee on Oversight of the House of Rep-
resentatives, and the Committee on Home-
land Security and Government Affairs of the 
Senate on the preliminary findings of the 
analysis required by subsection (b). 

(d) REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 

the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the 
congressional defense committees, the Com-
mittee on Oversight of the House of Rep-
resentatives, and the Committee on Home-
land Security and Government Affairs of the 
Senate the analysis required by subsection 
(b). 

(2) FORM.—The report required by para-
graph (1) shall be submitted in unclassified 
form, but may include a classified annex. 

SA 4076. Mr. HAWLEY (for himself, 
Mr. SCOTT of Florida, and Mr. COTTON) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 3867 sub-
mitted by Mr. REED and intended to be 
proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2022 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lllll. PROHIBITION ON THE USE OF 

TIKTOK. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
(1) the term ‘‘covered application’’ means 

the social networking service TikTok or any 
successor application or service developed or 
provided by ByteDance Limited or an entity 
owned by ByteDance Limited; 

(2) the term ‘‘executive agency’’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 133 of 
title 41, United States Code; and 

(3) the term ‘‘information technology’’ has 
the meaning given that term in section 11101 
of title 40, United States Code. 

(b) PROHIBITION ON THE USE OF TIKTOK.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget, in consultation with the Admin-
istrator of General Services, the Director of 
the Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Secu-
rity Agency, the Director of National Intel-
ligence, and the Secretary of Defense, and 
consistent with the information security re-
quirements under subchapter II of chapter 35 
of title 44, United States Code, shall develop 
standards and guidelines for executive agen-
cies requiring the removal of any covered ap-
plication from information technology. 

(2) NATIONAL SECURITY AND RESEARCH EX-
CEPTIONS.—The standards and guidelines de-
veloped under paragraph (1) shall include— 

(A) exceptions for law enforcement activi-
ties, national security interests and activi-
ties, and security researchers; and 

(B) for any authorized use of a covered ap-
plication under an exception, requirements 
for agencies to develop and document risk 
mitigation actions for such use. 

SA 4077. Ms. ERNST (for herself, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, Mr. WARNOCK, Mrs. BLACK-
BURN, and Mr. CASEY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1004. INCREASED TRANSFER AUTHORITY TO 
REIMBURSE THE NATIONAL GUARD 
FOR DEFENSE SUPPORT OF CIVIL 
AUTHORITIES ACTIONS. 

(a) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.—Notwith-
standing section 2214 of title 10, United 
States Code, and subject to subsection (b), 
the Secretary of Defense may transfer with-
out limitation amounts necessary to reim-
burse the National Guard for Defense Sup-
port of Civil Authorities actions upon a writ-
ten request from the Chief of the National 
Guard Bureau to the Secretary and Congress 
detailing the need for the transfer and the 
estimated costs. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 30 days after 
the Secretary transfers amount pursuant to 
subsection (a), the Secretary and the Chief of 
the National Guard Bureau shall jointly sub-
mit to Congress a report detailing the costs 
associated with the Defense Support of Civil 
Authorities actions reimbursed pursuant to 
such transfer. 

SA 4078. Mr. OSSOFF submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title VIII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 838. SUPPORT FOR FLAME-RESISTANT TEX-

TILE INDUSTRIAL BASE. 
Not later than 60 days after the date of the 

enactment of this Act, the Secretary of De-
fense shall submit to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives a report on the capability 
of the textile industrial base to support the 
Department of Defense’s requirement for 
flame resistant uniforms, including— 

(1) an assessment of the risk to members of 
the Armed Forces and National Guard pre-
sented by flash fire in combat and non-com-
bat operations; 

(2) a review of existing criteria for deter-
mining in what circumstances combat uni-
forms of the Armed Forces and National 
Guard are required to be flame- resistant; 

(3) the potential benefits of flame-resistant 
combat uniforms on operational safety and 
force protection; 

(4) plans for enhancing protections for 
members of the Armed Forces and National 
Guard against flash fire; and 

(5) the minimum level of annual procure-
ment by the Defense Logistics Agency nec-
essary to sustain the flame resistant textile 
industrial base to be prepared to respond to 
emerging needs of the Armed Forces and Na-
tional Guard for current and future conflicts. 

SA 4079. Mr. OSSOFF submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title XXVIII, 
add the following: 
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SEC. 2836. REPORT ON CAPACITY OF CHILD DE-

VELOPMENT CENTERS OF DEPART-
MENT OF DEFENSE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives a written 
report providing an update on the capacity 
of child development centers of the Depart-
ment of Defense. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report submitted 
under subsection (a) shall— 

(1) provide data on the capacity of child de-
velopment centers through the Department, 
including infrastructure, staffing, waitlists, 
and resources, set forth in the aggregate and 
by installation and Armed Force; 

(2) highlight, by installation, whether de-
mand by members of the Armed Forces for 
child care is or is not being met by existing 
capacity at such centers; and 

(3) determine whether plans and adequate 
funding authority exist to remedy any iden-
tified shortfall in child care capacity for the 
Department of Defense. 

SA 4080. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 
to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title V, add the 
following: 
SEC. 596. AUTHORITY OF STATES TO USE NA-

TIONAL GUARD MEMBERS PER-
FORMING ACTIVE GUARD AND RE-
SERVE DUTY DURING STATE-DI-
RECTED RESPONSES TO DOMESTIC 
INCIDENTS. 

Section 328(b) of title 32, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ before ‘‘A member’’; 
and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(2) Under regulations prescribed by the 
Chief of the National Guard Bureau, the ad-
jutant general of the jurisdiction concerned 
may authorize a member of the National 
Guard performing duty under subsection (a) 
to perform additional duties in response to a 
State-declared emergency or disaster pro-
vided that the adjutant general determines 
that members performing such additional 
duties will derive a benefit that satisfies or 
complements training requirements for the 
wartime mission or other training objectives 
of the members’ unit.’’. 

SA 4081. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself 
and Mr. PADILLA) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 10ll. ROLE OF THE COMMISSIONER AND 
INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENTS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-

trator’’ means the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency. 

(2) COMMISSIONER.—The term ‘‘Commis-
sioner’’ means the Commissioner of the 
United States Section of the International 
Boundary and Water Commission. 

(3) NEW RIVER.—The term ‘‘New River’’ 
means the river that starts in Mexicali, Mex-
ico, flows north into the United States 
through Calexico, passes through the Impe-
rial Valley, and drains into the Salton Sea. 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of State. 

(5) TIJUANA RIVER.—The term ‘‘Tijuana 
River’’ means the river that rises in the Si-
erra de Juarez in Mexico, flows through the 
City of Tijuana and then north into the 
United States, passes through the Tijuana 
River estuary, and drains into the Pacific 
Ocean. 

(b) WASTEWATER AND STORMWATER AUTHOR-
ITY.—The Commissioner may study, design, 
construct, operate, and maintain projects to 
manage, improve, and protect the quality of 
wastewater, stormwater runoff, and other 
untreated flows in the Tijuana River water-
shed and the New River watershed. 

(c) TIJUANA AND NEW RIVER PROJECTS 
WITHIN THE UNITED STATES.—The Secretary, 
acting through the Commissioner, shall— 

(1) construct, operate, and maintain 
projects that— 

(A) are on a priority list developed by the 
Environmental Protection Agency for 
projects in the Tijuana River watershed or 
New River watershed; 

(B) are within the United States; and 
(C) improve the water quality of the Ti-

juana River watershed or the New River wa-
tershed, as applicable; and 

(2) use available funds, including funds re-
ceived from the Administrator, to construct, 
operate, and maintain the projects described 
in paragraph (1). 

(d) AGREEMENTS WITH MEXICO.—The Sec-
retary, acting through the Commissioner, 
may execute an agreement with the appro-
priate official or officials of the Government 
of Mexico for— 

(1) the joint study and design of 
stormwater control and water quality 
projects; and 

(2) on approval of the necessary plans and 
specifications of the projects described in 
paragraph (1), the construction, operation, 
and maintenance of those projects by the 
United States and Mexico, in accordance 
with the treaty relating to the utilization of 
the waters of the Colorado and Tijuana Riv-
ers, and of the Rio Grande (Rio Bravo) from 
Fort Quitman, Texas, to the Gulf of Mexico, 
and supplementary protocol, signed at Wash-
ington February 3, 1944 (59 Stat. 1219), be-
tween the United States and Mexico. 

(e) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Nothing in this 
section limits the authority of the Inter-
national Boundary and Water Commission 
under any other provision of law. 

SA 4082. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for her-
self, Ms. ERNST, Mr. CORNYN, and Ms. 
COLLINS) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED and in-
tended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2022 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense ac-
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 

other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1216. STATUS OF WOMEN AND GIRLS IN AF-
GHANISTAN. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) Since May 2021, the escalation of vio-
lent conflict in Afghanistan has forcibly dis-
placed an estimated 655,000 civilians, and 80 
percent of those forced to flee are women and 
children. 

(2) Since regaining control of Afghanistan 
in August 2021, the Taliban have taken ac-
tions reminiscent of their brutal rule in the 
late 1990s. They have cracked down on pro-
testers, reportedly detained and beaten jour-
nalists, and reestablished their Ministry for 
the Promotion of Virtue and Prevention of 
Vice, which under previous Taliban rule en-
forced prohibitions on behavior deemed un- 
Islamic. The Taliban’s acting higher edu-
cation minister said women will be per-
mitted to study at universities in gender- 
segregated classrooms while wearing Islamic 
attire. The new Taliban government is being 
filled with hard-liners from the former 
Taliban regime. The Taliban are imposing 
harsh rule despite pledges to respect the 
rights of women and minority communities 
and provide amnesty for people who sup-
ported United States efforts in Afghanistan. 

(3) Until the Taliban assumed control of 
the country in August 2021, the women and 
girls of Afghanistan had achieved much since 
2001, even as insecurity, poverty, under-
development, and patriarchal norms contin-
ued to limit their rights and opportunities in 
much of Afghanistan. 

(4) Through strong support from the United 
States and the international community— 

(A) female enrollment in public schools in 
Afghanistan continued to increase through 
2015 with an estimated high of 50 percent of 
school age girls attending; and 

(B) by 2019— 
(i) women held political leadership posi-

tions, and women served as ambassadors; and 
(ii) women served as professors, judges, 

prosecutors, defense attorneys, police, mili-
tary members, health professionals, journal-
ists, humanitarian and developmental aid 
workers, and entrepreneurs. 

(5) Women’s and girls’ rights and empower-
ment continue to serve the interests of Af-
ghanistan and the United States because 
women are sources of peace and economic 
progress in Afghanistan. 

(6) With the return of Taliban control, the 
United States has little ability to preserve 
the rights of women and girls in Afghani-
stan, and those women and girls may again 
face the intimidation and marginalization 
they faced under the last Taliban regime. 

(7) Women and girls in Afghanistan are 
again facing gender-based violence, includ-
ing— 

(A) forced marriage; 
(B) intimate partner and domestic vio-

lence; 
(C) sexual harassment; 
(D) sexual violence, including rape; 
(E) gender-based denial of resources; and 
(F) emotional and psychological violence. 
(8) Gender-based violence has always been 

a significant problem in Afghanistan and is 
expected to become more widespread with 
the Taliban in control. In 2020, even before 
the Taliban assumed control of the country, 
Human Rights Watch projected that 87 per-
cent of Afghan women and girls will experi-
ence at least one form of gender-based vio-
lence in their lifetime, with 62 percent expe-
riencing multiple incidents of such violence. 
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(9) Prior to the Taliban takeover in August 

2021, approximately 7,000,000 people in Af-
ghanistan lacked or had limited access to es-
sential health services as a result of inad-
equate public health coverage, weak health 
systems, and conflict-related interruptions 
in care. Women and girls faced additional 
challenges, as their access to life-saving 
services (for example, emergency obstetric 
services) was limited due to a shortage of fe-
male medical staff, cultural barriers, stigma 
and fears of reprisals following sexual vio-
lence, or other barriers to mobility, includ-
ing security fears. 

(10) Only approximately 50 percent of preg-
nant women and girls in Afghanistan deliver 
their children in a health facility with a pro-
fessional attendant, which increases the risk 
of complications in childbirth and prevent-
able maternal mortality. Food insecurity in 
Afghanistan is also posing a variety of 
threats to women and girls as malnutrition 
weakens their immune systems, making 
them more susceptible to infections, com-
plications during pregnancy, and risks dur-
ing childbirth. 

(11) Adolescent girls are particularly at 
risk due to the lack of safe and accessible re-
productive health services. 

(12) With the combined impacts of ongoing 
conflict and COVID–19, Afghan households 
increasingly resort to child marriage, forced 
marriage, and child labor to address food in-
security and other effects of extreme pov-
erty. 

(13) In Afghanistan, the high prevalence of 
anemia among adolescent girls reduces their 
ability to survive childbirth, especially when 
coupled with high rates of child marriage 
and forced marriage and barriers to access-
ing safe health services and information. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) since 2001, women’s rights organizations 
and girl-led groups and networks have been 
important engines of social, economic, and 
political development in Afghanistan; 

(2) any future political order in Afghani-
stan should secure the political, economic, 
and social gains made by Afghan women and 
work to increase the equal treatment of 
women and girls and improve the safe access 
for women and girls to essential services and 
information through laws and policies per-
taining to public and private life; 

(3) respecting the human rights of all peo-
ple is essential to securing lasting peace and 
sustainable development in Afghanistan; 

(4) in cooperation with international part-
ners, the United States must endeavor to 
preserve the hard-won gains made in Afghan-
istan during the past two decades, particu-
larly as related to the political and economic 
role, social rights, and protection of women 
and girls in society; 

(5) the continuing humanitarian assistance 
to the Afghan people is critical to support 
women and girls, for their protection, con-
tinued education, and well-being; 

(6) immediate and ongoing humanitarian 
needs in Afghanistan can only be met by a 
humanitarian response that includes formal 
agreements between local nongovernmental 
organizations and international partners 
that promotes the safe access and participa-
tion of female staff at all levels and across 
functional roles among all humanitarian ac-
tors; and 

(7) a lack of aid and essential services 
would result in a humanitarian crisis and 
serve to reinforce gender inequalities and 
power imbalances in Afghanistan. 

(c) POLICY OF THE UNITED STATES REGARD-
ING THE RIGHTS OF WOMEN AND GIRLS OF AF-
GHANISTAN.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—It is the policy of the 
United States— 

(A) to continue to support the rights of 
women and girls in Afghanistan following 
the withdrawal of the United States Armed 
Forces from Afghanistan, including through 
mechanisms to hold all parties publicly ac-
countable for violations of international hu-
manitarian law and human rights violations 
against women and girls; 

(B) to strongly oppose any weakening of 
the rights of women and girls in Afghani-
stan; 

(C) to instruct representatives of the 
United States Government to use the voice, 
foreign assistance, and influence of the 
United States directly with the Taliban and 
at the United Nations, including with United 
Nations agencies, through participation in 
United Nations bodies, and with representa-
tives of other United Nations Member 
States, to promote, respect, and uphold the 
human rights of the women and girls of Af-
ghanistan, including the right to safely 
work; 

(D) to continue providing aid and assist-
ance necessary to preserve the rights of 
women and girls in Afghanistan so that they 
may continue to pursue educational and pro-
fessional opportunities and be equal mem-
bers of Afghan society; 

(E) to identify individuals who violate the 
basic rights of women and girls in Afghani-
stan, as those rights are defined by inter-
national human right standards, such as by 
committing murder, lynching, and grievous 
domestic violence against women, and to 
press for bringing those individuals to jus-
tice; 

(F) to systematically consult with Afghan 
women and girls on their needs and priorities 
in the development, implementation, and 
monitoring of humanitarian action, includ-
ing women and girls who are part of the Af-
ghan diaspora community; and 

(G) to ensure all humanitarian action is in-
formed by— 

(i) a gender and power analysis conducted 
by the Department of State that identifies 
forms of inequality and oppression; and 

(ii) the collection, analysis, and use of data 
disaggregated by sex and age. 

(2) DEFINITION OF AFGHAN SOCIETY.—In this 
subsection, the term ‘‘Afghan society’’ 
means the range of formal and informal or-
ganizations in Afghanistan, including Af-
ghan local nongovernmental organizations 
as well as international nongovernmental or-
ganizations, that reflect community inter-
ests and deliver some essential services. 

(d) HUMANITARIAN AID POSITIONS FOR 
WOMEN IN AFGHANISTAN.—The Administrator 
of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development shall promote that Af-
ghanistan-based humanitarian assistance-re-
lated positions that the United States Agen-
cy for International Development is seeking 
to fill are offered to women who are citizens 
of Afghanistan to the extent practicable. 

(e) REPORT ON WOMEN AND GIRLS IN AF-
GHANISTAN.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and every 180 days thereafter through 2024, 
the Secretary of State shall submit to the 
appropriate committees of Congress a report 
that includes the following: 

(A) An assessment of the conditions of 
women’s and girls’ rights in Afghanistan in 
relation to humanitarian needs and key de-
velopment outcomes following the departure 
of United States and partner military forces, 
including the access of those women and 
girls to primary and secondary education, 
jobs, health care, and equal status in society 
as compared to men. 

(B) An assessment of the political and civic 
participation of women and girls in Afghani-
stan. 

(C) An assessment of the prevalence of gen-
der-based violence in Afghanistan. 

(D) A report on United States funding obli-
gated or expended during the period covered 
by the report in furtherance of gender equal-
ity and women’s and girls’ rights in Afghani-
stan, including how much funding has di-
rectly supported women’s rights organiza-
tions at the local level in Afghanistan. 

(2) ASSESSMENT.— 
(A) INPUT.—The assessment described in 

paragraph (1)(A) shall include the input of— 
(i) Afghan women and girls; 
(ii) organizations employing and working 

with Afghan women and girls; and 
(iii) humanitarian organizations providing 

assistance in Afghanistan. 
(B) SAFETY AND CONFIDENTIALITY.—In car-

rying out the assessment described in para-
graph (1)(A), the Secretary shall, to the max-
imum extent practicable, ensure the safety 
and confidentiality of personal information 
of each individual who provides information 
from within Afghanistan. 

(3) DEFINITION OF APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES 
OF CONGRESS.—In this subsection, the term 
‘‘appropriate committees of Congress’’ 
means— 

(A) the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and the Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives. 

SA 4083. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself 
and Mr. PADILLA) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. IMPROVING THE MANAGEMENT OF 

DRIFTNET FISHING. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 

cited as the ‘‘Driftnet Modernization and By-
catch Reduction Act’’. 

(b) DEFINITION.—Section 3(25) of the Mag-
nuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1802(25)) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘, or with a mesh size 
of 14 inches or greater,’’ after ‘‘more’’. 

(c) FINDINGS AND POLICY.— 
(1) FINDINGS.—Section 206(b) of the Magnu-

son-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Man-
agement Act (16 U.S.C. 1826(b)) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(B) in paragraph (7), by striking the period 
and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(8) within the exclusive economic zone, 

large-scale driftnet fishing that deploys nets 
with large mesh sizes causes significant en-
tanglement and mortality of living marine 
resources, including myriad protected spe-
cies, despite limitations on the lengths of 
such nets.’’. 

(2) POLICY.—Section 206(c) of the Magnu-
son-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Man-
agement Act (16 U.S.C. 1826(c)) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking the period 
and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(4) prioritize the phase out of large-scale 

driftnet fishing in the exclusive economic 
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zone and promote the development and adop-
tion of alternative fishing methods and gear 
types that minimize the incidental catch of 
living marine resources.’’. 

(d) TRANSITION PROGRAM.—Section 206 of 
the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation 
and Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1826) is 
amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing— 

‘‘(i) FISHING GEAR TRANSITION PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—During the 5-year period 

beginning on the date of enactment of the 
Driftnet Modernization and Bycatch Reduc-
tion Act, the Secretary shall conduct a tran-
sition program to facilitate the phase-out of 
large-scale driftnet fishing and adoption of 
alternative fishing practices that minimize 
the incidental catch of living marine re-
sources, and shall award grants to eligible 
permit holders who participate in the pro-
gram. 

‘‘(2) PERMISSIBLE USES.—Any permit holder 
receiving a grant under paragraph (1) may 
use such funds only for the purpose of cov-
ering— 

‘‘(A) any fee originally associated with a 
permit authorizing participation in a large- 
scale driftnet fishery, if such permit is sur-
rendered for permanent revocation, and such 
permit holder relinquishes any claim associ-
ated with the permit; 

‘‘(B) a forfeiture of fishing gear associated 
with a permit described in subparagraph (A); 
or 

‘‘(C) the purchase of alternative gear with 
minimal incidental catch of living marine 
resources, if the fishery participant is au-
thorized to continue fishing using such alter-
native gears. 

‘‘(3) CERTIFICATION.—The Secretary shall 
certify that, with respect to each participant 
in the program under this subsection, any 
permit authorizing participation in a large- 
scale driftnet fishery has been permanently 
revoked and that no new permits will be 
issued to authorize such fishing.’’. 

(e) EXCEPTION.—Section 307(1)(M) of the 
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1857(1)(M)) is 
amended by inserting before the semicolon 
the following: ‘‘, unless such large-scale 
driftnet fishing— 

‘‘(i) deploys, within the exclusive economic 
zone, a net with a total length of less than 
two and one-half kilometers and a mesh size 
of 14 inches or greater; and 

‘‘(ii) is conducted within 5 years of the date 
of enactment of the Driftnet Modernization 
and Bycatch Reduction Act’’. 

(f) FEES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The North Pacific Fishery 

Management Council may recommend, and 
the Secretary of Commerce may approve, 
regulations necessary for the collection of 
fees from charter vessel operators who guide 
recreational anglers who harvest Pacific hal-
ibut in International Pacific Halibut Com-
mission regulatory areas 2C and 3A as those 
terms are defined in part 300 of title 50, Code 
of Federal Regulations (or any successor reg-
ulations). 

(2) USE OF FEES.—Any fees collected under 
this subsection shall be available for the pur-
poses of— 

(A) financing administrative costs of the 
Recreational Quota Entity program; 

(B) the purchase of halibut quota shares in 
International Pacific Halibut Commission 
regulatory areas 2C and 3A by the rec-
reational quota entity authorized in part 679 
of title 50, Code of Federal Regulations (or 
any successor regulations); 

(C) halibut conservation and research; and 
(D) promotion of the halibut resource by 

the recreational quota entity authorized in 
part 679 of title 50, Code of Federal Regula-
tions (or any successor regulations). 

(3) LIMITATION ON COLLECTION AND AVAIL-
ABILITY.—Fees shall be collected and avail-
able pursuant to this subsection only to the 
extent and in such amounts as provided in 
advance in appropriations Acts, subject to 
paragraph (4). 

(4) FEE COLLECTED DURING START-UP PE-
RIOD.—Notwithstanding paragraph (3), fees 
may be collected through the date of enact-
ment of an Act making appropriations for 
the activities authorized under this Act 
through September 30, 2022, and shall be 
available for obligation and remain available 
until expended. 

SA 4084. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself 
and Mr. PADILLA) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in subtitle G of 
title X, insert the following: 
SEC. 10ll. DEFINITION OF LAND USE REVENUE 

UNDER WEST LOS ANGELES LEAS-
ING ACT OF 2016. 

Section 2(d)(2) of the West Los Angeles 
Leasing Act of 2016 (Public Law 114–226) is 
amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘; and’’ 
and inserting a semicolon; 

(2) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
subparagraph (C); and 

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 
following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(B) any funds received as compensation 
for an easement described in subsection (e); 
and’’. 

SA 4085. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself 
and Mr. PADILLA) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title XXVIII, 
add the following: 
SEC. 2836. PROHIBITION ON CLOSING OR RELO-

CATING MARINE CORPS RECRUIT 
DEPOT IN SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA. 

No Federal funds may be used to close or 
relocate the Marine Corps Recruit Depot in 
San Diego, California, or to conduct any 
planning or other activity related to such 
closure or relocation. 

SA 4086. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 
to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 

year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. PROTECTIONS FOR COVERED INDIVID-

UALS. 
Section 7211 of title 5, United States Code, 

is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘The right of employees’’ 

and inserting the following: 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The right of covered in-

dividuals’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) REMEDIES.— 
‘‘(1) ADMINISTRATIVE REMEDIES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A covered individual 

with respect to a Federal agency (other than 
a covered individual described in subpara-
graph (B), (C), or (D)) who is aggrieved by a 
violation of subsection (a) may seek correc-
tive action under sections 1214 and 1221 in 
the same manner as an individual who is ag-
grieved by a prohibited personnel practice 
described in section 2302(b)(8). 

‘‘(B) FBI EMPLOYEES.—A covered individual 
with respect to the Federal Bureau of Inves-
tigation who is aggrieved by a violation of 
subsection (a) may seek corrective action 
under section 2303. 

‘‘(C) INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY EMPLOY-
EES.—A covered individual with respect to a 
covered intelligence community element (as 
defined in section 1104(a) of the National Se-
curity Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3234(a))) who is 
aggrieved by a violation of subsection (a) 
may seek corrective action under section 
1104 of the National Security Act of 1947 (50 
U.S.C. 3234) or subsection (b)(7) or (j) of sec-
tion 3001 of that Act (50 U.S.C. 3341). 

‘‘(D) CONTRACTOR EMPLOYEES.—A covered 
individual with respect to a Federal agency 
who is an employee of, former employee of, 
or applicant for employment with, a con-
tractor, subcontractor, grantee, subgrantee, 
or personal services contractor (as those 
terms are used in section 2409 of title 10 and 
section 4712 of title 41) of the agency and who 
is aggrieved by a violation of subsection (a) 
of this section may seek corrective action 
under section 2409 of title 10 or section 4712 
of title 41. 

‘‘(E) BURDEN OF PROOF.—The burdens of 
proof under subsection (e) of section 1221 
shall apply to an allegation of a violation of 
subsection (a) of this section made under 
subparagraph (A), (B), (C), or (D) of this 
paragraph in the same manner as those bur-
dens of proof apply to an allegation of a pro-
hibited personnel practice under such sec-
tion 1221. 

‘‘(F) CLASS OF INDIVIDUALS ENTITLED TO 
SEEK CORRECTIVE ACTION.—The right to seek 
corrective action under subparagraph (A), 
(B), (C), or (D) shall apply to a covered indi-
vidual who is an employee of, former em-
ployee of, or applicant for employment with, 
a Federal agency described in the applicable 
subparagraph or a contractor, subcontractor, 
grantee, subgrantee, or personal services 
contractor (as those terms are used in sec-
tion 2409 of title 10 and section 4712 of title 
41) of such a Federal agency, notwith-
standing the fact that a provision of law ref-
erenced in the applicable subparagraph does 
not authorize one or more of those types of 
covered individuals to seek corrective ac-
tion. 

‘‘(2) PRIVATE RIGHT OF ACTION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a final decision pro-

viding relief for a violation of subsection (a) 
alleged under subparagraph (A), (B), (C), or 
(D) of paragraph (1) of this subsection is not 
issued within 210 days of the date on which 
the covered individual seeks corrective ac-
tion under the applicable subparagraph and 
there is no showing that the delay is due to 
the bad faith of the covered individual, the 
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covered individual may bring an action at 
law or equity for de novo review in the ap-
propriate district court of the United States, 
which shall have jurisdiction over the action 
without regard to the amount in con-
troversy, for lost wages and benefits, rein-
statement, costs and attorney fees, compen-
satory damages, equitable or injunctive re-
lief, or any other relief that the court con-
siders appropriate. 

‘‘(B) JURY TRIAL.—An action brought under 
subparagraph (A) shall, upon the request of 
the covered individual, be tried by the court 
with a jury. 

‘‘(C) BURDEN OF PROOF.—The burdens of 
proof under subsection (e) of section 1221 
shall apply to an allegation of a violation of 
subsection (a) of this section in an action 
brought under this paragraph in the same 
manner as those burdens of proof apply to an 
allegation of a prohibited personnel practice 
under such section 1221. 

‘‘(c) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(1) the term ‘covered individual’, with re-
spect to a Federal agency, means an em-
ployee of, former employee of, or applicant 
for employment with— 

‘‘(A) the agency; or 
‘‘(B) a contractor, subcontractor, grantee, 

subgrantee, or personal services contractor 
(as those terms are used in section 2409 of 
title 10 and section 4712 of title 41) of the 
agency; and 

‘‘(2) the term ‘Federal agency’ means an 
agency, office, or other establishment in the 
executive, legislative, or judicial branch of 
the Federal Government.’’. 

SA 4087. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 
to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in subtitle G of 
title X, insert the following: 
SEC. ll. ONE HEALTH CENTER OF EXCELLENCE. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of 
Health and Human Services (referred to in 
this section as the ‘‘Secretary’’), in consulta-
tion with the Commissioner of Food and 
Drugs, the Center for Veterinary Medicine, 
and the Office of the Chief Scientist of the 
Food and Drug Administration, not later 
than 1 year after the date of enactment of 
this Act, shall establish within the Food and 
Drug Administration a One Health Center of 
Excellence for purposes of strengthening 
inter- and intra-agency actions with respect 
to emerging public health threats, as de-
scribed in subsection (b). 

(b) ACTIVITIES.—The activities of the One 
Health Center of Excellence shall include the 
following: 

(1) Developing programs and enhancing 
strategies to research, monitor, prevent, and 
respond to emerging public health threats, 
such as zoonotic disease outbreaks, as well 
as other biological, chemical, and radio-
logical threats to public health. 

(2) Supporting recruitment and training 
for personnel engaged in such research, mon-
itoring, prevention, and response efforts. 

(3) Conducting, promoting, and supporting 
research regarding public health threats. 

(4) Improving public awareness and under-
standing of a One Health approach. 

(5) Facilitating collaborative relationships 
among— 

(A) relevant Federal agencies, such as the 
Department of Agriculture, the Department 
of the Interior, the Department of Defense, 
the Department of Commerce, the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, the United 
States Agency for International Develop-
ment, the Food and Drug Administration, 
the Centers for Disease Control and Preven-
tion, the National Institutes of Health, and 
the Environmental Protection Agency; 

(B) Tribal Nations; 
(C) State and local public health veterinar-

ians and wildlife officials; and 
(D) other experts, as determined by the 

Secretary. 
(c) PUBLIC PROCESS.—The Secretary shall 

provide a period for public comment during 
the time that the One Health Center of Ex-
cellence is being implemented. 

(d) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than Janu-
ary 1 of the year that begins 1 year after the 
One Health Center of Excellence is imple-
mented, and annually thereafter, the Sec-
retary shall publish on the website of the 
Food and Drug Administration a report on 
the activities of the One Health Center of 
Excellence and recommendations for Con-
gress regarding additional legislation that 
may be needed to prevent and respond to 
emerging public health threats. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as may be necessary to carry out this 
section. 

SA 4088. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself 
and Mr. SCHATZ) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 

DIVISION E—CANNABIDIOL AND 
MARIHUANA RESEARCH EXPANSION 

SEC. 5101. SHORT TITLE. 

This division may be cited as the 
‘‘Cannabidiol and Marihuana Research Ex-
pansion Act’’. 
SEC. 5102. DEFINITIONS. 

In this division— 
(1) the term ‘‘appropriately registered’’ 

means that an individual or entity is reg-
istered under the Controlled Substances Act 
(21 U.S.C. 801 et seq.) to engage in the type of 
activity that is carried out by the individual 
or entity with respect to a controlled sub-
stance on the schedule that is applicable to 
cannabidiol or marihuana, as applicable; 

(2) the term ‘‘cannabidiol’’ means— 
(A) the substance, cannabidiol, as derived 

from marihuana that has a delta-9- 
tetrahydrocannabinol level that is greater 
than 0.3 percent; and 

(B) the synthetic equivalent of the sub-
stance described in subparagraph (A); 

(3) the terms ‘‘controlled substance’’, ‘‘dis-
pense’’, ‘‘distribute’’, ‘‘manufacture’’, ‘‘mari-
huana’’, and ‘‘practitioner’’ have the mean-
ings given such terms in section 102 of the 
Controlled Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 802), as 
amended by this division; 

(4) the term ‘‘covered institution of higher 
education’’ means an institution of higher 
education (as defined in section 101 of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001)) 
that— 

(A)(i) has highest or higher research activ-
ity, as defined by the Carnegie Classification 
of Institutions of Higher Education; or 

(ii) is an accredited medical school or an 
accredited school of osteopathic medicine; 
and 

(B) is appropriately registered under the 
Controlled Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 801 et 
seq.); 

(5) the term ‘‘drug’’ has the meaning given 
the term in section 201(g)(1) of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 
321(g)(1)); 

(6) the term ‘‘medical research for drug de-
velopment’’ means medical research that 
is— 

(A) a preclinical study or clinical inves-
tigation conducted in accordance with sec-
tion 505(i) of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 355(i)) or otherwise 
permitted by the Department of Health and 
Human Services to determine the potential 
medical benefits of marihuana or 
cannabidiol as a drug; and 

(B) conducted by a covered institution of 
higher education, practitioner, or manufac-
turer that is appropriately registered under 
the Controlled Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 801 
et seq.); and 

(7) the term ‘‘State’’ means any State of 
the United States, the District of Columbia, 
and any territory of the United States. 

TITLE LI—REGISTRATIONS FOR 
MARIHUANA RESEARCH 

SEC. 5121. MARIHUANA RESEARCH APPLICA-
TIONS. 

Section 303(f) of the Controlled Substances 
Act (21 U.S.C. 823(f)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through 
(5) as subparagraphs (A) through (E), respec-
tively; 

(2) by striking ‘‘(f) The Attorney General’’ 
and inserting ‘‘(f)(1) The Attorney General’’; 

(3) by striking ‘‘Registration applications’’ 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(2)(A) Registration applications’’; 
(4) by striking ‘‘Article 7’’ and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(3) Article 7’’; and 
(5) by inserting after paragraph (2)(A), as 

so designated, the following: 
‘‘(B)(i) The Attorney General shall register 

a practitioner to conduct research with mar-
ihuana if— 

‘‘(I) the applicant’s research protocol— 
‘‘(aa) has been reviewed and allowed— 
‘‘(AA) by the Secretary of Health and 

Human Services under section 505(i) of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 
U.S.C. 355(i)); 

‘‘(BB) by the National Institutes of Health 
or another Federal agency that funds sci-
entific research; or 

‘‘(CC) pursuant to sections 1301.18 and 
1301.32 of title 21, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, or any successors thereto; and 

‘‘(II) the applicant has demonstrated to the 
Attorney General that there are effective 
procedures in place to adequately safeguard 
against diversion of the controlled substance 
for legitimate medical or scientific use pur-
suant to section 5125 of the Cannabidiol and 
Marihuana Research Expansion Act, includ-
ing demonstrating that the security meas-
ures are adequate for storing the quantity of 
marihuana the applicant would be author-
ized to possess. 

‘‘(ii) The Attorney General may deny an 
application for registration under this sub-
paragraph only if the Attorney General de-
termines that the issuance of the registra-
tion would be inconsistent with the public 
interest. In determining the public interest, 
the Attorney General shall consider the fac-
tors listed in— 

‘‘(I) subparagraphs (B) through (E) of para-
graph (1); and 
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‘‘(II) subparagraph (A) of paragraph (1), if 

the applicable State requires practitioners 
conducting research to register with a board 
or authority described in such subparagraph 
(A). 

‘‘(iii)(I) Not later than 60 days after the 
date on which the Attorney General receives 
a complete application for registration under 
this subparagraph, the Attorney General 
shall— 

‘‘(aa) approve the application; or 
‘‘(bb) request supplemental information. 
‘‘(II) For purposes of subclause (I), an ap-

plication shall be deemed complete when the 
applicant has submitted documentation 
showing that the requirements under clause 
(i) are satisfied. 

‘‘(iv) Not later than 30 days after the date 
on which the Attorney General receives sup-
plemental information as described in clause 
(iii)(I)(bb) in connection with an application 
described in this subparagraph, the Attorney 
General shall approve or deny the applica-
tion. 

‘‘(v) If an application described in this sub-
paragraph is denied, the Attorney General 
shall provide a written explanation of the 
basis of denial to the applicant.’’. 
SEC. 5122. RESEARCH PROTOCOLS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (2)(B) of sec-
tion 303(f) of the Controlled Substances Act 
(21 U.S.C. 823(f)), as amended by section 5121 
of this Act, is further amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(vi)(I) If the Attorney General grants an 
application for registration under clause (i), 
the registrant may amend or supplement the 
research protocol without reapplying if the 
registrant does not change— 

‘‘(aa) the quantity or type of drug; 
‘‘(bb) the source of the drug; or 
‘‘(cc) the conditions under which the drug 

is stored, tracked, or administered. 
‘‘(II)(aa) If a registrant under clause (i) 

seeks to change the type of drug, the source 
of the drug, or conditions under which the 
drug is stored, tracked, or administered, the 
registrant shall notify the Attorney General 
via registered mail, or an electronic means 
permitted by the Attorney General, not later 
than 30 days before implementing an amend-
ed or supplemental research protocol. 

‘‘(bb) A registrant may proceed with an 
amended or supplemental research protocol 
described in item (aa) if the Attorney Gen-
eral does not explicitly object during the 30- 
day period beginning on the date on which 
the Attorney General receives the notice 
under item (aa). 

‘‘(cc) The Attorney General may only ob-
ject to an amended or supplemental research 
protocol under this subclause if additional 
security measures are needed to safeguard 
against diversion or abuse. 

‘‘(dd) If a registrant under clause (i) seeks 
to address additional security measures iden-
tified by the Attorney General under item 
(cc), the registrant shall notify the Attorney 
General via registered mail, or an electronic 
means permitted by the Attorney General, 
not later than 30 days before implementing 
an amended or supplemental research pro-
tocol. 

‘‘(ee) A registrant may proceed with an 
amended or supplemental research protocol 
described in item (dd) if the Attorney Gen-
eral does not explicitly object during the 30- 
day period beginning on the date on which 
the Attorney General receives the notice 
under item (dd). 

‘‘(III)(aa) If a registrant under clause (i) 
seeks to change the quantity of marihuana 
needed for research and the change in quan-
tity does not impact the factors described in 
item (bb) or (cc) of subclause (I) of this 
clause, the registrant shall notify the Attor-
ney General via registered mail or using an 

electronic means permitted by the Attorney 
General. 

‘‘(bb) A notification under item (aa) shall 
include— 

‘‘(AA) the Drug Enforcement Administra-
tion registration number of the registrant; 

‘‘(BB) the quantity of marihuana already 
obtained; 

‘‘(CC) the quantity of additional mari-
huana needed to complete the research; and 

‘‘(DD) an attestation that the change in 
quantity does not impact the source of the 
drug or the conditions under which the drug 
is stored, tracked, or administered. 

‘‘(cc) The Attorney General shall ensure 
that— 

‘‘(AA) any registered mail return receipt 
with respect to a notification under item 
(aa) is submitted for delivery to the reg-
istrant providing the notification not later 
than 3 days after receipt of the notification 
by the Attorney General; and 

‘‘(BB) notice of receipt of a notification 
using an electronic means permitted under 
item (aa) is provided to the registrant pro-
viding the notification not later than 3 days 
after receipt of the notification by the Attor-
ney General. 

‘‘(dd)(AA) On and after the date described 
in subitem (BB), a registrant that submits a 
notification in accordance with item (aa) 
may proceed with the research as if the 
change in quantity has been approved on 
such date, unless the Attorney General noti-
fies the registrant of an objection described 
in item (ee). 

‘‘(BB) The date described in this subitem is 
the date on which a registrant submitting a 
notification under item (aa) receives the reg-
istered mail return receipt with respect to 
the notification or the date on which the 
registrant receives notice that the notifica-
tion using an electronic means permitted 
under item (aa) was received by the Attorney 
General, as the case may be. 

‘‘(ee) A notification submitted under item 
(aa) shall be deemed to be approved unless 
the Attorney General, not later than 10 days 
after receiving the notification, explicitly 
objects based on a finding that the change in 
quantity— 

‘‘(AA) does impact the source of the drug 
or the conditions under which the drug is 
stored, tracked, or administered; or 

‘‘(BB) necessitates that the registrant im-
plement additional security measures to 
safeguard against diversion or abuse. 

‘‘(IV) Nothing in this clause shall limit the 
authority of the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services over requirements related 
to research protocols, including changes in— 

‘‘(aa) the method of administration of mar-
ihuana; 

‘‘(bb) the dosing of marihuana; and 
‘‘(cc) the number of individuals or patients 

involved in research.’’. 
(b) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 1 year 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Attorney General shall promulgate regula-
tions to carry out the amendment made by 
this section. 
SEC. 5123. APPLICATIONS TO MANUFACTURE 

MARIHUANA FOR RESEARCH. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 303 of the Con-

trolled Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 823) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (c) 
through (k) as subsections (d) through (l), re-
spectively; 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(c)(1)(A) As it relates to applications to 
manufacture marihuana for research pur-
poses, if the Attorney General places a no-
tice in the Federal Register to increase the 
number of entities registered under this Act 
to manufacture marihuana to supply appro-
priately registered researchers in the United 

States, the Attorney General shall, not later 
than 60 days after the date on which the At-
torney General receives a completed applica-
tion— 

‘‘(i) approve the application; or 
‘‘(ii) request supplemental information. 
‘‘(B) For purposes of subparagraph (A), an 

application shall be deemed complete when 
the applicant has submitted documentation 
showing each of the following: 

‘‘(i) The requirements designated in the no-
tice in the Federal Register are satisfied. 

‘‘(ii) The requirements under this Act are 
satisfied. 

‘‘(iii) The applicant will limit the transfer 
and sale of any marihuana manufactured 
under this subsection— 

‘‘(I) to researchers who are registered 
under this Act to conduct research with con-
trolled substances in schedule I; and 

‘‘(II) for purposes of use in preclinical re-
search or in a clinical investigation pursuant 
to an investigational new drug exemption 
under 505(i) of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 355(i)). 

‘‘(iv) The applicant will transfer or sell any 
marihuana manufactured under this sub-
section only with prior, written consent for 
the transfer or sale by the Attorney General. 

‘‘(v) The applicant has completed the ap-
plication and review process under sub-
section (a) for the bulk manufacture of con-
trolled substances in schedule I. 

‘‘(vi) The applicant has established and 
begun operation of a process for storage and 
handling of controlled substances in schedule 
I, including for inventory control and moni-
toring security in accordance with section 
5125 of the Cannabidiol and Marihuana Re-
search Expansion Act. 

‘‘(vii) The applicant is licensed by each 
State in which the applicant will conduct op-
erations under this subsection, to manufac-
ture marihuana, if that State requires such a 
license. 

‘‘(C) Not later than 30 days after the date 
on which the Attorney General receives sup-
plemental information requested under sub-
paragraph (A)(ii) with respect to an applica-
tion, the Attorney General shall approve or 
deny the application. 

‘‘(2) If an application described in this sub-
section is denied, the Attorney General shall 
provide a written explanation of the basis of 
denial to the applicant.’’; 

(3) in subsection (h)(2), as so redesignated, 
by striking ‘‘subsection (f)’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘subsection (g)’’; 

(4) in subsection (j)(1), as so redesignated, 
by striking ‘‘subsection (d)’’ and inserting 
‘‘subsection (e)’’; and 

(5) in subsection (k), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘subsection (f)’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘subsection (g)’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.— 

(1) The Controlled Substances Act (21 
U.S.C. 801 et seq.) is amended— 

(A) in section 102 (21 U.S.C. 802)— 
(i) in paragraph (16)(B)— 
(I) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 

end; 
(II) by redesignating clause (ii) as (iii); and 
(III) by inserting after clause (i) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(ii) the synthetic equivalent of hemp-de-

rived cannabidiol that contains less than 0.3 
percent tetrahydrocannabinol; or’’; 

(ii) in paragraph (52)(B)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘303(f)’’ each place it ap-

pears and inserting ‘‘303(g)’’; and 
(II) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘(d), or (e)’’ 

and inserting ‘‘(e), or (f)’’; and 
(iii) in paragraph (54), by striking ‘‘303(f)’’ 

each place it appears and inserting ‘‘303(g)’’; 
(B) in section 302(g)(5)(A)(iii)(I)(bb) (21 

U.S.C. 822(g)(5)(A)(iii)(I)(bb)), by striking 
‘‘303(f)’’ and inserting ‘‘303(g)’’; 
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(C) in section 304 (21 U.S.C. 824), by strik-

ing ‘‘303(g)(1)’’ each place it appears and in-
serting ‘‘303(h)(1)’’; 

(D) in section 307(d)(2) (21 U.S.C. 827(d)(2)), 
by striking ‘‘303(f)’’ and inserting ‘‘303(g)’’; 

(E) in section 309A(a)(2) (21 U.S.C. 
829a(a)(2)), in the matter preceding subpara-
graph (A), by striking ‘‘303(g)(2)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘303(h)(2)’’; 

(F) in section 311(h) (21 U.S.C. 831(h)), by 
striking ‘‘303(f)’’ each place it appears and 
inserting ‘‘303(g)’’; 

(G) in section 401(h)(2) (21 U.S.C. 841(h)(2)), 
by striking ‘‘303(f)’’ each place it appears and 
inserting ‘‘303(g)’’; 

(H) in section 403(c)(2)(B) (21 U.S.C. 
843(c)(2)(B)), by striking ‘‘303(f)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘303(g)’’; and 

(I) in section 512(c)(1) (21 U.S.C. 882(c)(1)) 
by striking ‘‘303(f)’’ and inserting ‘‘303(g)’’. 

(2) Section 1008(c) of the Controlled Sub-
stances Import and Export Act (21 U.S.C. 
958(c)) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘303(d)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘303(e)’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)(B), by striking 
‘‘303(h)’’ and inserting ‘‘303(i)’’. 

(3) Title V of the Public Health Service Act 
(42 U.S.C. 290aa et seq.) is amended— 

(A) in section 520E–4(c) (42 U.S.C. 290bb– 
36d(c)), by striking ‘‘303(g)(2)(B)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘303(h)(2)(B)’’; and 

(B) in section 544(a)(3) (42 U.S.C. 290dd– 
3(a)(3)), by striking ‘‘303(g)’’ and inserting 
‘‘303(h)’’. 

(4) Title XVIII of the Social Security Act 
(42 U.S.C. 1395 et seq.) is amended— 

(A) in section 1833(bb)(3)(B) (42 U.S.C. 
1395l(bb)(3)(B)), by striking ‘‘303(g)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘303(h)’’; 

(B) in section 1834(o)(3)(C)(ii) (42 U.S.C. 
1395m(o)(3)(C)(ii)), by striking ‘‘303(g)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘303(h)’’; and 

(C) in section 1866F(c)(3)(C) (42 U.S.C. 
1395cc–6(c)(3)(C)), by striking ‘‘303(g)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘303(h)’’. 

(5) Section 1903(aa)(2)(C)(ii) of the Social 
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396b(aa)(2)(C)(ii)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘303(g)’’ each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘303(h)’’. 

SEC. 5124. ADEQUATE AND UNINTERRUPTED SUP-
PLY. 

On an annual basis, the Attorney General 
shall assess whether there is an adequate and 
uninterrupted supply of marihuana, includ-
ing of specific strains, for research purposes. 

SEC. 5125. SECURITY REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—An individual or entity 
engaged in researching marihuana or its 
components shall store it in a securely 
locked, substantially constructed cabinet. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS FOR OTHER MEASURES.— 
Any other security measures required by the 
Attorney General to safeguard against diver-
sion shall be consistent with those required 
for practitioners conducting research on 
other controlled substances in schedules I 
and II in section 202(c) of the Controlled Sub-
stances Act (21 U.S.C. 812(c)) that have a 
similar risk of diversion and abuse. 

SEC. 5126. PROHIBITION AGAINST REINSTATING 
INTERDISCIPLINARY REVIEW PROC-
ESS FOR NON-NIH-FUNDED RE-
SEARCHERS. 

The Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices may not— 

(1) reinstate the Public Health Service 
interdisciplinary review process described in 
the guidance entitled ‘‘Guidance on Proce-
dures for the Provision of Marijuana for 
Medical Research’’ (issued on May 21, 1999); 
or 

(2) require another review of scientific pro-
tocols that is applicable only to research on 
marihuana or its components. 

TITLE LII—DEVELOPMENT OF FDA-AP-
PROVED DRUGS USING CANNABIDIOL 
AND MARIHUANA 

SEC. 5141. MEDICAL RESEARCH ON 
CANNABIDIOL. 

Notwithstanding any provision of the Con-
trolled Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 801 et seq.), 
the Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Commu-
nities Act (20 U.S.C. 7101 et seq.), chapter 81 
of title 41, United States Code, or any other 
Federal law, an appropriately registered cov-
ered institution of higher education, a prac-
titioner, or a manufacturer may manufac-
ture, distribute, dispense, or possess mari-
huana or cannabidiol if the marihuana or 
cannabidiol is manufactured, distributed, 
dispensed, or possessed, respectively, for pur-
poses of medical research for drug develop-
ment or subsequent commercial production 
in accordance with section 5142. 
SEC. 5142. REGISTRATION FOR THE COMMERCIAL 

PRODUCTION AND DISTRIBUTION 
OF FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRA-
TION-APPROVED DRUGS. 

The Attorney General shall register an ap-
plicant to manufacture or distribute 
cannabidiol or marihuana for the purpose of 
commercial production of a drug containing 
or derived from marihuana that is approved 
by the Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices under section 505 of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 355), in ac-
cordance with the applicable requirements 
under subsection (a) or (b) of section 303 of 
the Controlled Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 
823). 
SEC. 5143. IMPORTATION OF CANNABIDIOL FOR 

RESEARCH PURPOSES. 
The Controlled Substances Import and Ex-

port Act (21 U.S.C. 951 et seq.) is amended— 
(1) in section 1002(a) (21 U.S.C. 952(a))— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 

the end; 
(B) in paragraph (2)(C), by inserting ‘‘and’’ 

after ‘‘uses,’’; and 
(C) inserting before the undesignated mat-

ter following paragraph (2)(C) the following: 
‘‘(3) such amounts of marihuana or 

cannabidiol (as defined in section 5102 of the 
Cannabidiol and Marihuana Research Expan-
sion Act) as are— 

‘‘(A) approved for medical research for 
drug development (as such terms are defined 
in section 5102 of the Cannabidiol and Mari-
huana Research Expansion Act), or 

‘‘(B) necessary for registered manufactur-
ers to manufacture drugs containing mari-
huana or cannabidiol that have been ap-
proved for use by the Commissioner of Food 
and Drugs under the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 301 et seq.),’’; and 

(2) in section 1007 (21 U.S.C. 957), by amend-
ing subsection (a) to read as follows: 

‘‘(a)(1) Except as provided in paragraph (2), 
no person may— 

‘‘(A) import into the customs territory of 
the United States from any place outside 
thereof (but within the United States), or 
import into the United States from any 
place outside thereof, any controlled sub-
stance or list I chemical, or 

‘‘(B) export from the United States any 
controlled substance or list I chemical, 
unless there is in effect with respect to such 
person a registration issued by the Attorney 
General under section 1008, or unless such 
person is exempt from registration under 
subsection (b). 

‘‘(2) Paragraph (1) shall not apply to the 
import or export of marihuana or 
cannabidiol (as defined in section 5102 of the 
Cannabidiol and Marihuana Research Expan-
sion Act) that has been approved for— 

‘‘(A) medical research for drug develop-
ment authorized under section 5141 of the 
Cannabidiol and Marihuana Research Expan-
sion Act; or 

‘‘(B) use by registered manufacturers to 
manufacture drugs containing marihuana or 
cannabidiol that have been approved for use 
by the Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
under the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (21 U.S.C. 301 et seq.).’’. 

TITLE LIII—DOCTOR-PATIENT 
RELATIONSHIP 

SEC. 5161. DOCTOR-PATIENT RELATIONSHIP. 
It shall not be a violation of the Controlled 

Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 801 et seq.) for a 
State-licensed physician to discuss— 

(1) the currently known potential harms 
and benefits of marihuana derivatives, in-
cluding cannabidiol, as a treatment with the 
legal guardian of the patient of the physician 
if the patient is a child; or 

(2) the currently known potential harms 
and benefits of marihuana and marihuana 
derivatives, including cannabidiol, as a 
treatment with the patient or the legal 
guardian of the patient of the physician if 
the patient is a legal adult. 

TITLE LIV—FEDERAL RESEARCH 
SEC. 5181. FEDERAL RESEARCH. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services, in 
coordination with the Director of the Na-
tional Institutes of Health and the heads of 
other relevant Federal agencies, shall sub-
mit to the Caucus on International Narcotics 
Control, the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions of the Senate and the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce and the 
Committee on the Judiciary of the House of 
Representatives a report on— 

(1) the potential therapeutic effects of 
cannabidiol or marihuana on serious medical 
conditions, including intractable epilepsy; 

(2) the potential effects of marihuana, in-
cluding— 

(A) the effect of increasing delta-9- 
tetrahydrocannabinol levels on the human 
body and developing adolescent brains; and 

(B) the effect of various delta-9- 
tetrahydrocannabinol levels on cognitive 
abilities, such as those that are required to 
operate motor vehicles or other heavy equip-
ment; and 

(3) the barriers associated with researching 
marihuana or cannabidiol in States that 
have legalized the use of such substances, 
which shall include— 

(A) recommendations as to how such bar-
riers might be overcome, including whether 
public-private partnerships or Federal-State 
research partnerships may or should be im-
plemented to provide researchers with access 
to additional strains of marihuana and 
cannabidiol; and 

(B) recommendations as to what safe-
guards must be in place to verify— 

(i) the levels of tetrahydrocannabinol, 
cannabidiol, or other cannabinoids contained 
in products obtained from such States is ac-
curate; and 

(ii) that such products do not contain 
harmful or toxic components. 

(b) ACTIVITIES.—To the extent practicable, 
the Secretary of Health and Human Services, 
either directly or through awarding grants, 
contacts, or cooperative agreements, shall 
expand and coordinate the activities of the 
National Institutes of Health and other rel-
evant Federal agencies to better determine 
the effects of cannabidiol and marihuana, as 
outlined in the report submitted under para-
graphs (1) and (2) of subsection (a). 

SA 4089. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself 
and Mr. PADILLA) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
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the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 10lll. PROHIBITED USES OF ACQUIRED, 

DONATED, AND CONSERVATION 
LAND. 

Section 714(a) of the California Desert Pro-
tection Act of 1994 (16 U.S.C. 410aaa–81c(a)) is 
amended by striking paragraph (3) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(3) CONSERVATION LAND.—The term ‘con-
servation land’ means— 

‘‘(A) any land within the Conservation 
Area that is designated to satisfy the condi-
tions of a Federal habitat conservation plan, 
general conservation plan, or State natural 
communities conservation plan; 

‘‘(B) any national conservation land within 
the Conservation Area established pursuant 
to section 2002(b)(2)(D) of the Omnibus Public 
Land Management Act of 2009 (16 U.S.C. 
7202(b)(2)(D)); and 

‘‘(C) any area of critical environmental 
concern within the Conservation Area estab-
lished pursuant to section 202(c)(3) of the 
Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 
1976 (43 U.S.C. 1712(c)(3)).’’. 

SA 4090. Mrs. FISCHER (for herself 
and Ms. KLOBUCHAR) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title X, insert 
the following: 
SEC. llll. ADVANCING IOT FOR PRECISION 

AGRICULTURE. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 

cited as the ‘‘Advancing IoT for Precision 
Agriculture Act of 2021’’. 

(b) PURPOSE.—It is the purpose of this sec-
tion to promote scientific research and de-
velopment opportunities for connected tech-
nologies that advance precision agriculture 
capabilities. 

(c) NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION DIREC-
TIVE ON AGRICULTURAL SENSOR RESEARCH.— 
In awarding grants under its sensor systems 
and networked systems programs, the Direc-
tor of the National Science Foundation shall 
include in consideration of portfolio balance 
research and development on sensor 
connectivity in environments of intermit-
tent connectivity and intermittent computa-
tion— 

(1) to improve the reliable use of advance 
sensing systems in rural and agricultural 
areas; and 

(2) that considers— 
(A) direct gateway access for locally stored 

data; 
(B) attenuation of signal transmission; 
(C) loss of signal transmission; and 
(D) at-scale performance for wireless 

power. 
(d) UPDATING CONSIDERATIONS FOR PRECI-

SION AGRICULTURE TECHNOLOGY WITHIN THE 

NSF ADVANCED TECHNICAL EDUCATION PRO-
GRAM.—Section 3 of the Scientific and Ad-
vanced-Technology Act of 1992 (42 U.S.C. 
1862i) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (d)(2)— 
(A) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘and’’ 

after the semicolon; 
(B) in subparagraph (E), by striking the pe-

riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(F) applications that incorporate distance 

learning tools and approaches.’’; 
(2) in subsection (e)(3)— 
(A) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘and’’ 

after the semicolon; 
(B) in subparagraph (D), by striking the pe-

riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(E) applications that incorporate distance 

learning tools and approaches.’’; and 
(3) in subsection (j)(1), by inserting ‘‘agri-

cultural,’’ after ‘‘commercial,’’. 

(e) GAO REVIEW.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this section, 
the Comptroller General of the United States 
shall provide— 

(1) a technology assessment of precision 
agriculture technologies, such as the exist-
ing use of— 

(A) sensors, scanners, radio-frequency iden-
tification, and related technologies that can 
monitor soil properties, irrigation condi-
tions, and plant physiology; 

(B) sensors, scanners, radio-frequency iden-
tification, and related technologies that can 
monitor livestock activity and health; 

(C) network connectivity and wireless 
communications that can securely support 
digital agriculture technologies in rural and 
remote areas; 

(D) aerial imagery generated by satellites 
or unmanned aerial vehicles; 

(E) ground-based robotics; 
(F) control systems design and 

connectivity, such as smart irrigation con-
trol systems; and 

(G) data management software and ad-
vanced analytics that can assist decision 
making and improve agricultural outcomes; 
and 

(2) a review of Federal programs that pro-
vide support for precision agriculture re-
search, development, adoption, education, or 
training, in existence on the date of enact-
ment of this section. 

SA 4091. Mr. DURBIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike sections 1031 through 1034 and insert 
the following: 

SEC. 1031. PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS TO 
OPERATE THE DETENTION FACILITY 
AT UNITED STATES NAVAL STATION, 
GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA, AFTER 
SEPTEMBER 30, 2023. 

None of the funds authorized to be appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this 
Act or any other Act may be used to operate 
the detention facility at United States Naval 
Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, after Sep-
tember 30, 2023. 

SEC. 1032. REPEAL OF PROHIBITIONS RELATING 
TO DETAINEES AT UNITED STATES 
NAVAL STATION, GUANTANAMO BAY, 
CUBA. 

(a) USE OF FUNDS FOR TRANSFER OR RE-
LEASE OF INDIVIDUALS DETAINED AT UNITED 
STATES NAVAL STATION, GUANTANAMO BAY, 
CUBA, TO THE UNITED STATES.—Section 1033 
of the John S. McCain National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2019 (Public 
Law 115–232; 132 Stat. 1953), as most recently 
amended by section 1041 of the William M. 
(Mac) Thornberry National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2021 (Public Law 
116-283), is repealed. 

(b) USE OF FUNDS TO CONSTRUCT OR MODIFY 
FACILITIES IN THE UNITED STATES TO HOUSE 
DETAINEES TRANSFERRED FROM UNITED 
STATES NAVAL STATION, GUANTANAMO BAY, 
CUBA.—Section 1034 of the John S. McCain 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2019 (Public Law 115–232; 132 Stat. 
1954), as most recently amended by section 
1042 of the William M. (Mac) Thornberry Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2021 (Public Law 116–283), is repealed. 

(c) USE OF FUNDS FOR TRANSFER OR RE-
LEASE OF INDIVIDUALS DETAINED AT UNITED 
STATES NAVAL STATION, GUANTANAMO BAY, 
CUBA, TO CERTAIN COUNTRIES.—Section 1035 
of the John S. McCain National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2019 (Public 
Law 115–232; 132 Stat. 1954), as most recently 
amended by section 1043 of the William M. 
(Mac) Thornberry National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2021 (Public Law 
116–283), is repealed. 
SEC. 1033. REPEAL OF CERTAIN REQUIREMENTS 

FOR CERTIFICATIONS AND NOTIFI-
CATIONS RELATING TO TRANSFER 
OF DETAINEES AT UNITED STATES 
NAVAL STATION, GUANTANAMO BAY, 
CUBA, TO FOREIGN COUNTRIES AND 
OTHER FOREIGN ENTITIES. 

(a) CERTIFICATION.—Section 1034 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2016 (Public Law 114–92; 129 Stat. 969; 10 
U.S.C. 801 note) is repealed. 

(b) NOTIFICATION.—Section 308 of the Intel-
ligence Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2012 (Public Law 112–87; 125 Stat. 1883; 10 
U.S.C. 801 note) is repealed. 
SEC. 1034. REPEAL OF CHAPTER 47A OF TITLE 10, 

UNITED STATES CODE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapters I through VI 

and subchapter VIII of chapter 47A of title 
10, United States Code, are repealed. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS TO SUB-
CHAPTER VII.—Subchapter VII of chapter 47A 
of such title is amended— 

(1) in section 950d(a)(3), by inserting ‘‘(as in 
effect on the day before the date of the en-
actment of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2022)’’ after ‘‘of this 
title’’; 

(2) in section 950f— 
(A) in subsection (b)— 
(i) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘(as in ef-

fect on the day before the date of the enact-
ment of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2022)’’ after ‘‘of this 
title’’; and 

(ii) in paragraph (6)(B), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 949b(b)(4) of this title’’ and inserting 
‘‘paragraph (7)’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(7) No appellate military judge on the 
United States Court of Military Commission 
Review may be reassigned to other duties, 
except under circumstances as follows: 

‘‘(A) The appellate military judge volun-
tarily requests to be reassigned to other du-
ties and the Secretary of Defense, or the des-
ignee of the Secretary, in consultation with 
the Judge Advocate General of the armed 
force of which the appellate military judge is 
a member, approves such reassignment. 
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‘‘(B) The appellate military judge retires 

or otherwise separates from the armed 
forces. 

‘‘(C) The appellate military judge is reas-
signed to other duties by the Secretary of 
Defense, or the designee of the Secretary, in 
consultation with the Judge Advocate Gen-
eral of the armed force of which the appel-
late military judge is a member, based on 
military necessity and such reassignment is 
consistent with service rotation regulations 
(to the extent such regulations are applica-
ble). 

‘‘(D) The appellate military judge is with-
drawn by the Secretary of Defense, or the 
designee of the Secretary, in consultation 
with the Judge Advocate General of the 
armed force of which the appellate military 
judge is a member, for good cause consistent 
with applicable procedures under chapter 47 
of this title (the Uniform Code of Military 
Justice).’’; 

(3) in section 950h(c), by inserting ‘‘(as in 
effect on the day before the date of the en-
actment of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2022)’’ after ‘‘of this 
title’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following new 
section: 
‘‘§ 950k. Definition 

‘‘In this subchapter, the term ‘military 
commission under this chapter’ means a 
military commission under this chapter as in 
effect on the day before the date of the en-
actment of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2022.’’. 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
subchapters at the beginning of chapter 47A 
of such title is amended by striking the 
items relating to subchapters I through VI 
and subchapter VIII. 

SA 4092. Mr. DURBIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle F of title XII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 1264. REPORT ON ALLEGATIONS OF WAR 

CRIMES AND TORTURE COMMITTED 
IN LIBYA. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after receiving a credible allegation of the 
commission of a covered offense, including 
from a nongovernmental organization that 
monitors violations of human rights, the At-
torney General, in consultation with the 
Secretary of State, shall submit to the ap-
propriate committees of Congress a report on 
such allegation, including a description of 
any challenges to prosecution. 

(b) TERMINATION.—The reporting require-
ment under subsection (a) shall terminate on 
the date that is five years after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEE OF CONGRESS.— 

The term ‘‘appropriate committees of Con-
gress’’ means— 

(A) the Committee on the Judiciary, the 
Committee on Armed Services, and the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate; 
and 

(B) the Committee on the Judiciary, the 
Committee on Armed Services, and the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs of the House of 
Representatives. 

(2) COVERED OFFENSE.—The term ‘‘covered 
offense’’ means an offense under section 
2340A, 2441, or 2442 of title 18, United States 
Code, committed in Libya. 

SA 4093. Mr. MARSHALL (for him-
self, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. SCOTT of Flor-
ida, Mr. WICKER, Mr. TUBERVILLE, Mr. 
CRUZ, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. CRAMER, and 
Mr. KENNEDY) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title VII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 744. PROHIBITION ON ADVERSE PERSONNEL 

ACTIONS TAKEN AGAINST MEMBERS 
OF THE ARMED FORCES BASED ON 
DECLINING COVID–19 VACCINE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 55 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 1107a the following new section: 
‘‘§ 1107b. Prohibition on certain adverse per-

sonnel actions related to COVID–19 vaccine 
requirement 
‘‘Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, a member of the armed forces subject to 
discharge on the basis of the member choos-
ing not to receive the COVID–19 vaccine may 
only receive an honorable discharge.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of such chapter is 
amended by inserting after the item relating 
to section 1107a the following new item: 
‘‘1107b. Prohibition on certain adverse per-

sonnel actions related to 
COVID–19 vaccine require-
ment.’’. 

(c) APPLICABILITY.—The prohibition under 
section 1107b of title 10, United States Code, 
as added by subsection (a), shall apply with 
respect to any discharge received on or after 
December 11, 2020. 

SA 4094. Ms. ROSEN (for herself and 
Ms. MURKOWSKI) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title III, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 318. PILOT PROGRAM TO TEST NEW SOFT-

WARE TO TRACK GREENHOUSE GAS 
EMISSIONS AT CERTAIN MILITARY 
INSTALLATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
may conduct a pilot program to be known as 
the Installations Emissions Tracking Pro-
gram to evaluate the feasibility and effec-
tiveness of using software and emerging 
technologies, methodologies, and capabili-
ties to track real-time greenhouse gas emis-
sions from installations of the Department 
of Defense and assets of such installations 
(in this section referred to as the ‘‘Pro-
gram’’). 

(b) GOALS.—The goals of the Program are— 
(1) to evaluate whether software and 

emerging technologies, methodologies, and 
capabilities are able to effectively track 
greenhouse gas emissions at installations of 
the Department and assets of such installa-
tions in real time; and 

(2) to reduce energy costs and increase effi-
ciencies of such installations and assets. 

(c) LOCATIONS.—If the Secretary conducts 
the Program, the Secretary shall select for 
participation in the Program four major in-
stallations of the Department, as determined 
by the Secretary, located in different geo-
graphical regions of the United States that 
the Secretary determines— 

(1) are prone to producing higher green-
house gas emissions than the average instal-
lation of the Department; 

(2) are in regions that historically have 
poor air quality; and 

(3) have historically higher than average 
utility costs as compared to other installa-
tions of the Department. 

SA 4095. Mr. CARDIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. PROVISION OF ARMED SERVICES VOCA-

TIONAL APTITUDE BATTERY TEST 
RESULTS TO LOCAL WORKFORCE 
DEVELOPMENT BOARDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall, not later than 30 days after receiving 
the results of an Armed Services Vocational 
Aptitude Battery test for a student, provide 
such results to each local workforce develop-
ment board selected to receive such results 
by the student. 

(b) LOCAL WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT 
BOARD.—In this section, the term ‘‘local 
workforce development board’’ has the 
meaning given the term ‘‘local board’’ in sec-
tion 3 of the Workforce Innovation and Op-
portunity Act (29 U.S.C. 3102). 

SA 4096. Mr. CARDIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title V, add the 
following: 
SEC. 576. REPORT ON STATUS OF ARMY TUITION 

ASSISTANCE PROGRAM ARMY IG-
NITED PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of the Army shall submit to 
the congressional defense committees a re-
port on the status of the Army IgnitED pro-
gram of the Army’s Tuition Assistance Pro-
gram. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required under 
subsection (a) shall describe— 
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(1) the estimated date when the Army Ig-

nitED program will be fully functional; 
(2) the estimated date when service mem-

bers will be reimbursed for out of pocket ex-
penses caused by processing delays and er-
rors under the Army IgnitED program; and 

(3) the estimated date when institutions of 
higher education will be fully reimbursed for 
all costs typically provided through the Tui-
tion Assistance Program but delayed due to 
processing delays and errors under the Army 
IgnitED program. 

SA 4097. Mr. LANKFORD (for himself 
and Mr. DAINES) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lll. EXECUTIVE ORDERS 14042 AND 14043. 

The provisions of Executive Order 14042 (86 
Fed. Reg. 50985; relating to ensuring ade-
quate COVID safety protocols for Federal 
contractors) and Executive Order 14043 (86 
Fed. Reg. 50989; relating to requiring 
Coronavirus Disease 2019 vaccination for 
Federal employees) are rescinded and shall 
have no force or effect. 

SA 4098. Mr. LANKFORD submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 
to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title X, insert 
the following: 
SEC. llll. USE OF SCIENTIFIC INFORMATION 

IN RULEMAKING. 
Section 553 of title 5, United States Code, 

is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(f) To the extent that an agency makes a 
decision based on science when issuing a rule 
under this section, the agency shall use sci-
entific information, technical procedures, 
measures, methods, protocols, methodolo-
gies, or models, employed in a manner con-
sistent with the best available science, and 
shall consider as applicable— 

‘‘(1) the extent to which the scientific in-
formation, technical procedures, measures, 
methods, protocols, methodologies, or mod-
els employed to generate the information are 
reasonable for and consistent with the in-
tended use of the information; 

‘‘(2) the extent to which the information is 
relevant for use by the head of the agency in 
making a decision related to issuing the 
rule; 

‘‘(3) the degree of clarity and completeness 
with which the data, assumptions, methods, 
quality assurance, and analyses employed to 
generate the information are documented; 

‘‘(4) the extent to which the variability and 
uncertainty in the information, or in the 
procedures, measures, methods, protocols, 

methodologies, or models, are evaluated and 
characterized; and 

‘‘(5) the extent of independent verification 
or peer review of the information or of the 
procedures, measures, methods, protocols, 
methodologies, or models. 

‘‘(g) An agency shall make a decision de-
scribed in subsection (f) based on the weight 
of the scientific evidence. 

‘‘(h) Each agency shall make available to 
the public— 

‘‘(1) all notices, determinations, findings, 
rules, consent agreements, and orders of the 
head of the agency in connection with a rule; 

‘‘(2) a nontechnical summary of each risk 
evaluation conducted in connection with a 
rule; and 

‘‘(3) a list of the studies considered by the 
agency in carrying out each risk evaluation 
described in paragraph (2), along with the re-
sults of those studies.’’. 

SA 4099. Mr. LANKFORD submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 
to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lll. BLENDED FEDERAL WORKFORCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1103(c) of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘(c)(1)’’ and inserting 

‘‘(c)(1)(A)’’; and 
(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B)(i) The Office of Personnel Manage-

ment shall collect from Executive agencies, 
other than elements of the intelligence com-
munity (as defined in section 3(4) of the Na-
tional Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 
3003(4))), on at least an annual basis the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(I) The total number of persons employed 
directly by the Executive agency. 

‘‘(II) The total number of prime contractor 
employees and subcontractor employees, as 
those terms are defined in section 8701 of 
title 41, issued credentials allowing access to 
Executive agency property or computer sys-
tems. 

‘‘(III) The total number of employees of 
Federal grant and cooperative agreement re-
cipients, as those legal instruments are de-
scribed in sections 6304 and 6305 of title 31, 
respectively, who are issued credentials al-
lowing access to Executive agency property 
or computer systems. 

‘‘(IV) A total count of the workforce, in-
cluding employees, prime contractor em-
ployees, subcontractor employees, grantee 
employees, and cooperative agreement em-
ployees. 

‘‘(ii) The Office of Personnel Management 
shall compile the data collected under clause 
(i) and issue, and post on its website, an an-
nual report containing the data.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘paragraph 
(1)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph (1)(A)’’. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS ON EFFECTIVE AND 
EFFICIENT MANAGEMENT OF THE BLENDED 
FEDERAL WORKFORCE.— 

(1) DEFINITION.—In this subsection, the 
term ‘‘Executive agency’’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 105 of title 5, 
United States Code. 

(2) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the following: 
(A) The implementation of Federal laws 

and the competent administration of Federal 

programs require skilled and capable per-
sonnel. 

(B) Executive agencies depend on a blended 
workforce that includes Federal employees, 
employees of prime contractors and sub-
contractors performing services to Executive 
agencies, and employees of State or local 
governments, nonprofit organizations, or in-
stitutions of higher education performing 
services to Executive agencies under the 
terms of grants and cooperative agreements 
(in this subsection referred to as ‘‘grant-
ees’’), all of whom make essential contribu-
tions to achieving the missions of the Gov-
ernment in service to the people of the 
United States. 

(C) Approximately 2,000,000 Federal em-
ployees help to execute the laws of the 
United States, supplemented by an unknown 
number, estimated to exceed 5,000,000, of em-
ployees of prime contractors, subcontrac-
tors, and grantees providing services to Ex-
ecutive agencies. 

(D) Policymakers, Executive agencies, and 
observers have often focused on individual 
components of the blended workforce, such 
as employees, without considering all com-
ponents or considering the entire blended 
workforce and how all 3 components can 
work most effectively together. 

(E) Executive agencies inhibit their own 
workforce planning and risk making deci-
sions that may reduce the overall efficiency 
and cost effectiveness of the blended work-
force by focusing on only 1 component in iso-
lation. 

(F) Establishing artificial limits on 
headcounts or full-time equivalent positions 
for Federal employees, administrators, and 
managerial employees of Executive agencies 
may discourage the employment of interns 
or entry-level employees to build a balanced 
employment pipeline and may inadvertently 
encourage managers to shift work to con-
tractors and grantees for the purpose of com-
plying with such numerical limits, even if 
those decisions are not justified by an ap-
proach to improve the efficiency or cost ef-
fectiveness of the Executive agency’s work. 

(G) The Government Accountability Office 
has identified strategic human capital man-
agement as a high-risk area for the Federal 
Government, adding that critical skills gaps 
‘‘impede the government from cost-effec-
tively serving the public and achieving re-
sults’’. 

(3) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that Executive agencies should— 

(A) manage the entire Federal blended 
workforce, including employees, contractors, 
and grantees, using a comprehensive and ho-
listic approach to advance their missions as 
effectively and cost efficiently as possible, 
within appropriated budgets and without 
using artificial numerical limits on 
headcounts or full-time-equivalent positions; 
and 

(B) conduct a holistic review of their 
blended workforce and develop a comprehen-
sive plan to ensure an efficient and cost-ef-
fective blended workforce. 

SA 4100. Mr. LANKFORD (for himself 
and Mr. BRAUN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 
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At the end of subtitle B of title X, add the 

following: 
SEC. 1013. RESUMPTION OF BORDER WALL CON-

STRUCTION. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) more than 1,700,000 migrants were en-

countered trying to illegally enter the 
United States during fiscal year 2021, which 
represents the highest number of illegal bor-
der crossings ever recorded by U.S. Customs 
and Border Protection; 

(2) at least 1,300,000 migrants have illegally 
crossed the international border between the 
United States and Mexico since President 
Biden suspended border wall construction, 
which represents a 314 percent increase in il-
legal border crossings compared to fiscal 
year 2020; 

(3) the actual number of migrants who ille-
gally crossed the international border be-
tween the United States and Mexico and by-
passed law enforcement during fiscal year 
2021 is unknown; 

(4) U.S. Customs and Border Protection set 
twenty year records for encountering the 
highest number of illegal border crossers per 
month in March 2021, April 2021, May 2021, 
June 2021, and July 2021; 

(5) President Biden’s efforts to suspend or 
terminate border wall construction have cost 
taxpayers between $1,837,000,000 and 
$2,087,000,000 since January 20, 2021, and such 
costs are increasing by at least $3,000,000 
daily; 

(6) Congress has voted multiple times, on a 
bipartisan basis, to authorize the construc-
tion of a border wall system along the inter-
national border between the United States 
and Mexico; and 

(7) a border wall system is an effective tool 
for enhancing border security. 

(b) RESUMPTION OF BORDER WALL CON-
STRUCTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law— 

(A) all contracts entered into by the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security, the Commis-
sioner of U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion, the Commanding General of the Army 
Corps of Engineers, the Secretary of Defense, 
or any other Federal official for the purposes 
of constructing a barrier along the south-
west land border of the United States shall 
be carried out according to the terms and 
conditions that were in effect on or before 
January 19, 2021; and 

(B) all materials acquired by the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security (including U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection), the Depart-
ment of Defense (including the Army Corps 
of Engineers), or any other Federal agency 
for the construction of a barrier along the 
southwest land border of the United States 
shall remain under the custody of the agency 
that acquired such materials. 

(2) EXECUTION OF CONTRACTS.—Any Federal 
agency that has acquired any materials de-
scribed in the paragraph (1)(B) shall carry 
out all contracts involving such materials 
according to the terms and conditions that 
were in effect on or before January 19, 2021. 

(3) RENEWAL OF CONTRACTS.—The Depart-
ment of Homeland Security (including U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection), the Depart-
ment of Defense (including the Army Corps 
of Engineers), and any other Federal agency 
that has terminated contracts pursuant to 
Presidential Proclamation 10142 (86 Fed. Reg. 
7225) shall make every effort to renew and re- 
enter such contracts according to the terms 
and conditions that were in effect on or be-
fore January 19, 2021. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of the enactment of the Act, the Di-
rector of the Office of Management and 
Budget, the Secretary of Homeland Security, 
the Commanding General of the Army Corps 
of Engineers, and the Secretary of Defense 

shall jointly submit a written report to the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs of the Senate, the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives, the Committee on Home-
land Security of the House of Representa-
tives, and the Committee on Oversight and 
Reform of the House of Representatives 
that— 

(1) identifies the contracts for border wall 
construction that have been terminated; 

(2) calculates all of the costs incurred as a 
result of such terminations, including the 
costs for make safe and site security activi-
ties; 

(3) identifies all of the materials that were 
liquidated as excess, including the initial 
purchase price and the sale price for such 
materials; 

(4) identifies all of the lands that were liq-
uidated as excess; including the initial pur-
chase price and the sale price for such lands; 
and 

(5) includes copies of any analysis or legal 
opinions that were developed to support the 
implementation of Presidential Proclama-
tion 10142 (86 Fed. Reg. 7225). 

(d) MONTHLY CERTIFICATIONS.—The Sec-
retary of Homeland Security, the Com-
manding General of the Army Corps of Engi-
neers, and the Secretary of Defense shall 
each submit a monthly certification to Con-
gress that their respective departments are 
in fully compliance with the requirements of 
this section. 

SA 4101. Mr. LANKFORD submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 
to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lll. FLEXIBILITY FOR TEMPORARY AND 

TERM APPOINTMENTS. 
(a) TEMPORARY AND TERM APPOINTMENTS.— 

Subchapter I of chapter 31 of title 5, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
‘‘§ 3117. Temporary and term appointments 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘Director’ means 

the Director of the Office of Personnel Man-
agement. 

‘‘(2) TEMPORARY APPOINTMENT.—The term 
‘temporary appointment’ means an appoint-
ment in the competitive service for a period 
of not more than 1 year. 

‘‘(3) TERM APPOINTMENT.—The term ‘term 
appointment’ means an appointment in the 
competitive service for a period of more than 
1 year and not more than 5 years. 

‘‘(b) APPOINTMENT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The head of an Executive 

agency may make a temporary appointment 
or term appointment to a position in the 
competitive service when the need for the 
services of an employee in the position is not 
permanent. 

‘‘(2) EXTENSION.—Under conditions pre-
scribed by the Director, the head of an Exec-
utive agency may— 

‘‘(A) extend a temporary appointment 
made under paragraph (1) in increments of 
not more than 1 year each, up to a maximum 
of 3 total years of service; and 

‘‘(B) extend a term appointment made 
under paragraph (1) in increments deter-
mined appropriate by the head of the Execu-
tive agency, up to a maximum of 6 total 
years of service. 

‘‘(c) APPOINTMENTS FOR CRITICAL HIRING 
NEEDS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Under conditions pre-
scribed by the Director, the head of an Exec-
utive agency may make a noncompetitive 
temporary appointment, or a noncompeti-
tive term appointment for a period of not 
more than 18 months, to a position in the 
competitive service for which a critical hir-
ing need exists, as determined under section 
3304, without regard to the requirements of 
sections 3327 and 3330. 

‘‘(2) NO EXTENSIONS.—An appointment 
made under paragraph (1) may not be ex-
tended. 

‘‘(d) REGULATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

the Director may prescribe regulations to 
carry out this section. 

‘‘(2) APPLICATION.—Any regulations pre-
scribed by the Director for the administra-
tion of this section shall not apply to the 
Secretary of Defense in the exercise of the 
authorities granted under section 1105 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2017 (Public Law 114–328; 130 Stat. 
2447). 

‘‘(e) SPECIAL PROVISION REGARDING THE DE-
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE.—Nothing in this sec-
tion shall preclude the Secretary of Defense 
from making temporary and term appoint-
ments in the competitive service pursuant to 
section 1105 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2017 (Public Law 
114–328; 130 Stat. 2447). 

‘‘(f) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section may be construed to affect the 
authorities granted under section 3109.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for subchapter I of chapter 31 of 
title 5, United States Code, is amended by in-
serting after the item relating to section 3116 
the following: 
‘‘3117. Temporary and term appointments.’’. 

SA 4102. Mr. LANKFORD submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 
to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lll. REQUIREMENT TO POST A 100 WORD 

SUMMARY TO REGULATIONS.GOV. 
Section 553(b) of title 5, United States 

Code, is amended— 
(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 

the end; 
(2) in paragraph (3), by striking the period 

at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(3) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(4) the Internet address of a summary of 

not more than 100 words in length of the pro-
posed rule, in plain language, that shall be 
posted on the Internet website under section 
206(d) of the E-Government Act of 2002 (44 
U.S.C. 3501 note) (commonly known as regu-
lations.gov).’’. 

SA 4103. Mr. LANKFORD submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
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to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 
to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title VII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 744. CONSCIENCE PROTECTIONS FOR MEM-

BERS OF ARMED FORCES WHO PRO-
VIDE OR ASSIST WITH PROVISION OF 
HEALTH CARE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall not take any adverse action against a 
member of the Armed Forces who provides or 
assists in the provision of health care for the 
Department of Defense (including as a be-
havioral, mental, or physical health profes-
sional) on the basis that such member de-
clines to perform, assist, refer for, or other-
wise participate in a particular medical pro-
cedure, counseling activity, or course of 
treatment because of a sincere religious be-
lief or moral conviction of such member or 
because the particular medical procedure, 
counseling activity, or course of treatment 
would, in the professional medical judgment 
of such member, be harmful to the patient. 

(b) NO IMPACT ON CARE.—The Secretary 
shall ensure that no patient is unduly de-
layed in receiving any medically indicated 
care they are otherwise eligible to receive, 
including preventative, emergency, and rou-
tine care, because of compliance by the Sec-
retary with subsection (a). 

(c) ADVERSE ACTION DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘adverse action’’ includes any 
adverse personnel action, discrimination, or 
denial of promotion, schooling, training, or 
assignment. 

SA 4104. Mr. LANKFORD submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 
to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1036. BRIEFING REQUIREMENTS RELATING 

TO TRANSFER OF DETAINEES AT 
UNITED STATES NAVAL STATION, 
GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA, TO FOR-
EIGN COUNTRIES AND OTHER FOR-
EIGN ENTITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1034 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2016 (Public Law 114–92; 129 Stat. 969; 10 
U.S.C. 801 note) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by striking 
‘‘PRIOR REQUIREMENTS FOR CERTIFICATIONS’’ 
and inserting ‘‘REQUIREMENTS FOR CERTIFI-
CATIONS AND BRIEFINGS’’; 

(2) by redesignating subsections (f) and (g) 
as subsections (g) and (h), respectively; and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol-
lowing new subsection (f): 

‘‘(f) BRIEFINGS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Whenever the Secretary 

makes a certification under subsection (b) 
with respect to an individual detained at 
Guantanamo, the Secretary shall provide to 
the appropriate committees of Congress a 

classified briefing on the restrictions of the 
transfer of the individual— 

‘‘(A) before the transfer; and 
‘‘(B) after the transfer has been completed. 
‘‘(2) ELEMENTS.—Each briefing required by 

paragraph (1) shall address the threat posed 
by the individual to the national security of 
the United States.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
1034(c) of the John S. McCain National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2019 
(Public Law 115–232; 132 Stat. 1954) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘section 1034(f)(2)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘section 1034(g)’’. 

SA 4105. Mr. LANKFORD submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 
to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title XII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 1253. ENSURING RELIABLE SUPPLY OF RARE 

EARTH MINERALS. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-

lowing findings: 
(1) The People’s Republic of China is the 

global leader in mining, refining, and compo-
nent manufacturing of rare earth elements, 
producing approximately 85 percent of the 
world’s supply between 2011 and 2017. 

(2) In 2019, the United States imported an 
estimated 80 percent of its rare earth com-
pounds from the People’s Republic of China. 

(3) On March 26, 2014, the World Trade Or-
ganization ruled that the People’s Republic 
of China’s export restraints on rare earth 
minerals violated its obligations under its 
protocol of accession to the World Trade Or-
ganization, thereby harming United States 
manufacturers and workers. 

(4) The Chinese Communist Party has 
threatened to leverage the People’s Republic 
of China’s dominant position in the rare 
earth market to ‘‘strike back’’ at the United 
States. 

(5) The Quadrilateral Security Dialogue is 
an effective partnership for reliable multi-
lateral financing, development, and distribu-
tion of goods for global consumption, as evi-
denced by the Quad Vaccine Partnership an-
nounced on March 12, 2021. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) the People’s Republic of China’s domi-
nant share of the global rare earth mining 
market is a threat to the economic stability, 
well being, and competitiveness of key in-
dustries in the United States; 

(2) the United States should reduce reli-
ance on the People’s Republic of China for 
rare earth minerals through— 

(A) strategic investments in development 
projects, production technologies, and refin-
ing facilities in the United States; or 

(B) in partnership with strategic allies of 
the United States that are reliable trading 
partners, including members of the Quad-
rilateral Security Dialogue; and 

(3) the United States Trade Representative 
should initiate multilateral talks among the 
countries of the Quadrilateral Security Dia-
logue to promote shared investment and de-
velopment of rare earth minerals. 

(c) REPORT REQUIRED.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the United States Trade Representative, in 

consultation with the officials specified in 
paragraph (3), shall submit to the appro-
priate congressional committees a report on 
the work of the Trade Representative to ad-
dress the national security threat posed by 
the People’s Republic of China’s control of 
nearly 2⁄3 of the global supply of rare earth 
minerals. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required by 
paragraph (1) shall include— 

(A) a description of the extent of the en-
gagement of the United States with the 
other countries of the Quadrilateral Security 
Dialogue to promote shared investment and 
development of rare earth minerals during 
the period beginning on the date of the en-
actment of this Act and ending on the date 
of the report; and 

(B) a description of the plans of the Presi-
dent to leverage the partnership of the coun-
tries of the Quadrilateral Security Dialogue 
to produce a more reliable and secure global 
supply chain of rare earth minerals. 

(3) OFFICIALS SPECIFIED.—The official speci-
fied in this paragraph are the following: 

(A) The Secretary of State. 
(B) the Secretary of Commerce. 
(C) The Chief Executive Officer of the 

United States International Development Fi-
nance Corporation. 

(4) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term 
‘‘appropriate congressional committees’’ 
means— 

(A) the Committee on Finance, the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations, and the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources of 
the Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Ways and Means, the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce of the 
House of Representatives. 

SA 4106. Mr. LANKFORD submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 
to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title XII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 1253. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON INCREASING 

PORT AND AIRFIELD CAPACITY OF 
COUNTRIES IN INDO-PACIFIC RE-
GION. 

It is the sense of Congress that, as the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China continues to grow in 
influence through infrastructure (specifi-
cally infrastructure that can easily be shift-
ed from economic to military uses), the 
United States International Development Fi-
nance Corporation should prioritize pro-
viding alternative financing opportunities 
that increase port and air field capacity of 
countries throughout the Indo-Pacific region 
that— 

(1) are targets of the predatory infrastruc-
ture development scheme of the People’s Re-
public of China; and 

(2) are eligible for support provided by the 
Corporation under title II of the Better Utili-
zation of Investments Leading to Develop-
ment Act of 2018 (22 U.S.C. 9621 et seq.). 

SA 4107. Mr. LANKFORD submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 
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to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title VII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 744. LIMITATION ON MEDICAL RESEARCH 

TO ADDRESS CONDITIONS RELATED 
TO SERVICE IN THE ARMED FORCES. 

Section 2358(c) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking the period at the end and in-
serting ‘‘; or’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘to finance any research’’ 
and inserting ‘‘to finance— 

‘‘(1) any research’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
‘‘(2) any medical research project unless 

the project directly addresses treatment of 
diseases, injuries, or illnesses related to 
service in the Armed Forces.’’. 

SA 4108. Mr. LANKFORD submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 
to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SECTION lll. EXPEDITED HIRING AUTHORITY. 

(a) EXPEDITED HIRING AUTHORITY FOR COL-
LEGE GRADUATES.—Section 3115(e)(1) of title 
5, United States Code, is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘15 percent’’ and inserting ‘‘25 percent’’. 

(b) EXPEDITED HIRING AUTHORITY FOR POST- 
SECONDARY STUDENTS.—Section 3116(d)(1) of 
title 5, United States Code, is amended by 
striking ‘‘15 percent’’ and inserting ‘‘25 per-
cent’’. 

SA 4109. Mr. LANKFORD submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 
to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lll. CRITERIA FOR GRANTING DIRECT- 

HIRE AUTHORITY TO AGENCIES. 
Section 3304(a)(3)(B) of title 5, United 

States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘short-
age of candidates’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘highly qualified candidates)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘shortage of highly qualified can-
didates’’. 

SA 4110. Mr. LANKFORD submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 

to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lll. NONCOMPETITIVE ELIGIBILITY FOR 

HIGH-PERFORMING CIVILIAN EM-
PLOYEES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
(1) the term ‘‘competitive service’’ has the 

meaning given the term in section 2102 of 
title 5, United States Code; and 

(2) the term ‘‘Executive agency’’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 105 of 
title 5, United States Code. 

(b) REGULATIONS.—Under such regulations 
as the Director of the Office of Personnel 
Management shall issue, an Executive agen-
cy may noncompetitively appoint, for other 
than temporary employment, to a position 
in the competitive service any individual 
who— 

(1) is certified by the Director as having 
been a high-performing employee in a former 
position in the competitive service; 

(2) has been separated from the former po-
sition described in paragraph (1) for less than 
6 years; and 

(3) is qualified for the new position in the 
competitive service, as determined by the 
head of the Executive agency making the 
noncompetitive appointment. 

(c) LIMITATION ON AUTHORITY.—An indi-
vidual may not be appointed to a position 
under subsection (b) more than once. 

(d) DESIGNATION OF HIGH-PERFORMING EM-
PLOYEES.—The Director of the Office of Per-
sonnel Management shall, in the regulations 
issued under subsection (b), set forth the cri-
teria for certifying an individual as a ‘‘high- 
performing employee’’ in a former position, 
which shall be based on— 

(1) the final performance appraisal of the 
individual in that former position; and 

(2) a recommendation by the immediate or 
other supervisor of the individual in that 
former position. 

SA 4111. Mr. LANKFORD submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 
to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1036. REVIEW AND APPROVAL BY SEC-

RETARY OF DEFENSE OF TRANSFER 
OF DETAINEES FROM UNITED 
STATES NAVAL STATION, GUANTA-
NAMO BAY, CUBA. 

(a) REVIEW AND APPROVAL.—The Secretary 
of Defense shall review and approve any 
transfer of an individual detained at Guanta-
namo from United States Naval Station, 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. 

(b) TRANSFER AGREEMENTS.—The Secretary 
shall sign any agreement relating to the 
transfer of an individual detained at Guanta-
namo from United States Naval Station, 
Guantanamo Bay. 

(c) NONDELEGATION.—The Secretary may 
not delegate any responsibility under sub-
section (a) or (b). 

(d) REPORT REQUIRED.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—During the five-year pe-

riod beginning on the date on which an indi-
vidual detained at Guantanamo is trans-
ferred from United States Naval Station, 
Guantanamo Bay, the Secretary shall annu-
ally submit to Congress a report on the 
whereabouts and activities of the individual. 

(2) FORM.—Each report required by para-
graph (1) shall be submitted in classified 
form. 

(e) INDIVIDUAL DETAINED AT GUANTANAMO 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘indi-
vidual detained at Guantanamo’’ means any 
individual located at United States Naval 
Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, as of Octo-
ber 1, 2009, who— 

(1) is not a citizen of the United States or 
a member of the Armed Forces of the United 
States; and 

(2) is— 
(A) in the custody or under the control of 

the Department of Defense; or 
(B) otherwise under detention at United 

States Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay. 

SA 4112. Mr. KING (for himself, Mr. 
ROUNDS, Mr. SASSE, Ms. ROSEN, and Ms. 
HASSAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3867 submitted by Mr. REED and in-
tended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
4350, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2022 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense ac-
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
DIVISION E—DEFENSE OF UNITED STATES 

INFRASTRUCTURE 
SEC. 5001. SHORT TITLE. 

This division may be cited as the ‘‘Defense 
of United States Infrastructure Act of 2021’’. 
SEC. 5002. DEFINITIONS. 

In this division: 
(1) CRITICAL INFRASTRUCTURE.—The term 

‘‘critical infrastructure’’ has the meaning 
given such term in section 1016(e) of the Crit-
ical Infrastructure Protection Act of 2001 (42 
U.S.C. 5195c(e)). 

(2) CYBERSECURITY RISK.—The term ‘‘cyber-
security risk’’ has the meaning given such 
term in section 2209 of the Homeland Secu-
rity Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 659). 

(3) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘‘Department’’ 
means the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity. 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Homeland Security. 
TITLE LI—INVESTING IN CYBER RESIL-

IENCY IN CRITICAL INFRASTRUCTURE 
SEC. 5101. NATIONAL RISK MANAGEMENT CYCLE. 

(a) AMENDMENTS.—Subtitle A of title XXII 
of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 
U.S.C. 651 et seq.) is amended— 

(1) in section 2202(c) (6 U.S.C. 652(c))— 
(A) in paragraph (11), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 

the end; 
(B) in the first paragraph designated as 

paragraph (12), relating to the Cybersecurity 
State Coordinator— 

(i) by striking ‘‘section 2215’’ and inserting 
‘‘section 2217’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end; and 
(C) by redesignating the second and third 

paragraphs designated as paragraph (12) as 
paragraphs (13) and (14), respectively; 

(2) by redesignating section 2217 (6 U.S.C. 
665f) as section 2220; 

(3) by redesignating section 2216 (6 U.S.C. 
665e) as section 2219; 
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(4) by redesignating the fourth section 2215 

(relating to Sector Risk Management Agen-
cies) (6 U.S.C. 665d) as section 2218; 

(5) by redesignating the third section 2215 
(relating to the Cybersecurity State Coordi-
nator) (6 U.S.C. 665c) as section 2217; 

(6) by redesignating the second section 2215 
(relating to the Joint Cyber Planning Office) 
(6 U.S.C. 665b) as section 2216; and 

(7) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 2220A. NATIONAL RISK MANAGEMENT 

CYCLE. 

‘‘(a) NATIONAL CRITICAL FUNCTIONS DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘national 
critical functions’ means the functions of 
government and the private sector so vital 
to the United States that their disruption, 
corruption, or dysfunction would have a de-
bilitating effect on security, national eco-
nomic security, national public health or 
safety, or any combination thereof. 

‘‘(b) NATIONAL RISK MANAGEMENT CYCLE.— 
‘‘(1) RISK IDENTIFICATION AND ASSESS-

MENT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, acting 

through the Director, shall establish a recur-
ring process by which to identify, assess, and 
prioritize risks to critical infrastructure, 
considering both cyber and physical threats, 
the associated likelihoods, vulnerabilities, 
and consequences, and the resources nec-
essary to address them. 

‘‘(B) CONSULTATION.—In establishing the 
process required under subparagraph (A), the 
Secretary shall consult with, and request 
and collect information to support analysis 
from, Sector Risk Management Agencies, 
critical infrastructure owners and operators, 
the Assistant to the President for National 
Security Affairs, the Assistant to the Presi-
dent for Homeland Security, and the Na-
tional Cyber Director. 

‘‘(C) PUBLICATION.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this section, 
the Secretary shall publish in the Federal 
Register procedures for the process estab-
lished under subparagraph (A), subject to 
any redactions the Secretary determines are 
necessary to protect classified or other sen-
sitive information. 

‘‘(D) REPORT.—The Secretary shall submit 
to the President, the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs of 
the Senate, and the Committee on Homeland 
Security of the House of Representatives a 
report on the risks identified by the process 
established under subparagraph (A)— 

‘‘(i) not later than 1 year after the date of 
enactment of this section; and 

‘‘(ii) not later than 1 year after the date on 
which the Secretary submits a periodic eval-
uation described in section 9002(b)(2) of title 
XC of division H of the William M. (Mac) 
Thornberry National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2021 (Public Law 116–283). 

‘‘(2) NATIONAL CRITICAL INFRASTRUCTURE 
RESILIENCE STRATEGY.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date on which the Secretary deliv-
ers each report required under paragraph (1), 
the President shall deliver to majority and 
minority leaders of the Senate, the Speaker 
and minority leader of the House of Rep-
resentatives, the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs of the 
Senate, and the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity of the House of Representatives a na-
tional critical infrastructure resilience 
strategy designed to address the risks identi-
fied by the Secretary. 

‘‘(B) ELEMENTS.—Each strategy delivered 
under subparagraph (A) shall— 

‘‘(i) identify, assess, and prioritize areas of 
risk to critical infrastructure that would 
compromise or disrupt national critical 
functions impacting national security, eco-
nomic security, or public health and safety; 

‘‘(ii) assess the implementation of the pre-
vious national critical infrastructure resil-
ience strategy, as applicable; 

‘‘(iii) identify and outline current and pro-
posed national-level actions, programs, and 
efforts to be taken to address the risks iden-
tified; 

‘‘(iv) identify the Federal departments or 
agencies responsible for leading each na-
tional-level action, program, or effort and 
the relevant critical infrastructure sectors 
for each; and 

‘‘(v) request any additional authorities 
necessary to successfully execute the strat-
egy. 

‘‘(C) FORM.—Each strategy delivered under 
subparagraph (A) shall be unclassified, but 
may contain a classified annex. 

‘‘(3) CONGRESSIONAL BRIEFING.—Not later 
than 1 year after the date on which the 
President delivers a strategy under this sec-
tion, and every year thereafter, the Sec-
retary, in coordination with Sector Risk 
Management Agencies, shall brief the appro-
priate committees of Congress on— 

‘‘(A) the national risk management cycle 
activities undertaken pursuant to the strat-
egy; and 

‘‘(B) the amounts and timeline for funding 
that the Secretary has determined would be 
necessary to address risks and successfully 
execute the full range of activities proposed 
by the strategy.’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.— 

(1) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents in section 1(b) of the Homeland Secu-
rity Act of 2002 (Public Law 107–296; 116 Stat. 
2135) is amended by striking the item relat-
ing to section 2214 and all that follows 
through the item relating to section 2217 and 
inserting the following: 
‘‘Sec. 2214. National Asset Database. 
‘‘Sec. 2215. Duties and authorities relating 

to .gov internet domain. 
‘‘Sec. 2216. Joint Cyber Planning Office. 
‘‘Sec. 2217. Cybersecurity State Coordinator. 
‘‘Sec. 2218. Sector Risk Management Agen-

cies. 
‘‘Sec. 2219. Cybersecurity Advisory Com-

mittee. 
‘‘Sec. 2220. Cybersecurity education and 

training programs. 
‘‘Sec. 2220A. National risk management 

cycle.’’. 
(2) ADDITIONAL TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.— 
(A) AMENDMENT.—Section 904(b)(1) of the 

DOTGOV Act of 2020 (title IX of division U of 
Public Law 116–260) is amended, in the mat-
ter preceding subparagraph (A), by striking 
‘‘Homeland Security Act’’ and inserting 
‘‘Homeland Security Act of 2002’’. 

(B) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subparagraph (A) shall take effect 
as if enacted as part of the DOTGOV Act of 
2020 (title IX of division U of Public Law 116– 
260). 
TITLE LII—IMPROVING THE ABILITY OF 

THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT TO ASSIST 
IN ENHANCING CRITICAL INFRASTRUC-
TURE CYBER RESILIENCE 

SEC. 5201. INSTITUTE A 5-YEAR TERM FOR THE 
DIRECTOR OF THE CYBERSECURITY 
AND INFRASTRUCTURE SECURITY 
AGENCY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (b)(1) of sec-
tion 2202 of the Homeland Security Act of 
2002 (6 U.S.C. 652), is amended by inserting 
‘‘The term of office of an individual serving 
as Director shall be 5 years.’’ after ‘‘who 
shall report to the Secretary.’’. 

(b) TRANSITION RULES.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
the first appointment of an individual to the 
position of Director of the Cybersecurity and 
Infrastructure Security Agency, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, that is 

made on or after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 
SEC. 5202. PILOT PROGRAM ON CYBER THREAT 

INFORMATION COLLABORATION EN-
VIRONMENT. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) CRITICAL INFRASTRUCTURE INFORMA-

TION.—The term ‘‘critical infrastructure in-
formation’’ has the meaning given such term 
in section 2222 of the Homeland Security Act 
of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 671). 

(2) CYBER THREAT INDICATOR.—The term 
‘‘cyber threat indicator’’ has the meaning 
given such term in section 102 of the Cyber-
security Act of 2015 (6 U.S.C. 1501). 

(3) CYBERSECURITY THREAT.—The term ‘‘cy-
bersecurity threat’’ has the meaning given 
such term in section 102 of the Cybersecurity 
Act of 2015 (6 U.S.C. 1501). 

(4) ENVIRONMENT.—The term ‘‘environ-
ment’’ means the information collaboration 
environment established under subsection 
(b). 

(5) INFORMATION SHARING AND ANALYSIS OR-
GANIZATION.—The term ‘‘information sharing 
and analysis organization’’ has the meaning 
given such term in section 2222 of the Home-
land Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 671). 

(6) NON-FEDERAL ENTITY.—The term ‘‘non- 
Federal entity’’ has the meaning given such 
term in section 102 of the Cybersecurity Act 
of 2015 (6 U.S.C. 1501). 

(b) PILOT PROGRAM.—The Secretary, in 
consultation with the Secretary of Defense, 
the Director of National Intelligence, the Di-
rector of the National Security Agency, and 
the Attorney General shall carry out a pilot 
program under which the Secretary shall de-
velop an information collaboration environ-
ment and associated analytic tools that en-
able Federal and non-Federal entities to 
identify, mitigate, and prevent malicious 
cyber activity to— 

(1) provide limited access to appropriate 
and operationally relevant data from unclas-
sified and classified intelligence about cyber-
security risks and cybersecurity threats, as 
well as malware forensics and data from net-
work sensor programs, on a platform that 
enables query and analysis; 

(2) enable cross-correlation of data on cy-
bersecurity risks and cybersecurity threats 
at the speed and scale necessary for rapid de-
tection and identification; 

(3) facilitate a comprehensive under-
standing of cybersecurity risks and cyberse-
curity threats; and 

(4) facilitate collaborative analysis be-
tween the Federal Government and public 
and private sector critical infrastructure en-
tities and information and analysis organiza-
tions. 

(c) IMPLEMENTATION OF INFORMATION COL-
LABORATION ENVIRONMENT.— 

(1) EVALUATION.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary, acting through the Director of 
the Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Secu-
rity Agency, and in coordination with the 
Secretary of Defense, the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence, the Director of the Na-
tional Security Agency, and the Attorney 
General, shall— 

(A) identify, inventory, and evaluate exist-
ing Federal sources of classified and unclas-
sified information on cybersecurity threats; 

(B) evaluate current programs, applica-
tions, or platforms intended to detect, iden-
tify, analyze, and monitor cybersecurity 
risks and cybersecurity threats; 

(C) consult with public and private sector 
critical infrastructure entities to identify 
public and private critical infrastructure 
cyber threat capabilities, needs, and gaps; 
and 

(D) identify existing tools, capabilities, 
and systems that may be adapted to achieve 
the purposes of the environment in order to 
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maximize return on investment and mini-
mize cost. 

(2) IMPLEMENTATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 

after completing the evaluation required 
under paragraph (1)(B), the Secretary, acting 
through the Director of the Cybersecurity 
and Infrastructure Security Agency, and in 
consultation with the Secretary of Defense, 
the Director of National Intelligence, the Di-
rector of the National Security Agency, and 
the Attorney General, shall begin implemen-
tation of the environment to enable partici-
pants in the environment to develop and run 
analytic tools referred to in subsection (b) on 
specified data sets for the purpose of identi-
fying, mitigating, and preventing malicious 
cyber activity that is a threat to public and 
private critical infrastructure. 

(B) REQUIREMENTS.—The environment and 
the use of analytic tools referred to in sub-
section (b) shall— 

(i) operate in a manner consistent with rel-
evant privacy, civil rights, and civil liberties 
policies and protections, including such poli-
cies and protections established pursuant to 
section 1016 of the Intelligence Reform and 
Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004 (6 U.S.C. 
485); 

(ii) account for appropriate data standards 
and interoperability requirements, con-
sistent with the standards set forth in sub-
section (d); 

(iii) enable integration of current applica-
tions, platforms, data, and information, in-
cluding classified information, in a manner 
that supports integration of unclassified and 
classified information on cybersecurity risks 
and cybersecurity threats; 

(iv) incorporate tools to manage access to 
classified and unclassified data, as appro-
priate; 

(v) ensure accessibility by entities the Sec-
retary, in consultation with the Secretary of 
Defense, the Director of National Intel-
ligence, the Director of the National Secu-
rity Agency, and the Attorney General, de-
termines appropriate; 

(vi) allow for access by critical infrastruc-
ture stakeholders and other private sector 
partners, at the discretion of the Secretary, 
in consultation with the Secretary of De-
fense; 

(vii) deploy analytic tools across classifica-
tion levels to leverage all relevant data sets, 
as appropriate; 

(viii) identify tools and analytical software 
that can be applied and shared to manipu-
late, transform, and display data and other 
identified needs; and 

(ix) anticipate the integration of new tech-
nologies and data streams, including data 
from government-sponsored network sensors 
or network-monitoring programs deployed in 
support of non-Federal entities. 

(3) ANNUAL REPORT REQUIREMENT ON THE IM-
PLEMENTATION, EXECUTION, AND EFFECTIVE-
NESS OF THE PILOT PROGRAM.—Not later than 
1 year after the date of enactment of this 
Act, and every year thereafter until the date 
that is 1 year after the pilot program under 
this section terminates under subsection (e), 
the Secretary shall submit to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
the Select Committee on Intelligence of the 
Senate and the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity, the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
the Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence of the House of Representatives a re-
port that details— 

(A) Federal Government participation in 
the environment, including the Federal enti-
ties participating in the environment and 
the volume of information shared by Federal 
entities into the environment; 

(B) non-Federal entities’ participation in 
the environment, including the non-Federal 

entities participating in the environment 
and the volume of information shared by 
non-Federal entities into the environment; 

(C) the impact of the environment on posi-
tive security outcomes in the Federal Gov-
ernment and non-Federal entities; 

(D) barriers identified to fully realizing the 
benefit of the environment both for the Fed-
eral Government and non-Federal entities; 
and 

(E) additional authorities or resources nec-
essary to successfully execute the environ-
ment. 

(d) CYBER THREAT DATA STANDARDS AND 
INTEROPERABILITY.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary, in co-
ordination with the Secretary of Defense, 
the Director of National Intelligence, the Di-
rector of the National Security Agency, and 
the Attorney General, shall establish data 
standards and requirements for non-Federal 
entities to participate in the environment. 

(2) DATA STREAMS.—The Secretary shall 
identify, designate, and periodically update 
programs that shall participate in or be 
interoperable with the environment, which 
may include— 

(A) network-monitoring and intrusion de-
tection programs; 

(B) cyber threat indicator sharing pro-
grams; 

(C) certain government-sponsored network 
sensors or network-monitoring programs; 

(D) incident response and cybersecurity 
technical assistance programs; or 

(E) malware forensics and reverse-engi-
neering programs. 

(3) DATA GOVERNANCE.—The Secretary, in 
consultation with the Secretary of Defense, 
the Director of National Intelligence, the Di-
rector of the National Security Agency, and 
the Attorney General shall establish proce-
dures and data governance structures, as 
necessary, to protect sensitive data, comply 
with Federal regulations and statutes, and 
respect existing consent agreements with 
public and private sector critical infrastruc-
ture entities that apply to critical infra-
structure information. 

(4) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this 
subsection shall change existing ownership 
or protection of, or policies and processes for 
access to, agency data. 

(e) DURATION.—The pilot program under 
this section shall terminate on the date that 
is 5 years after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 
TITLE LIII—IMPROVING SECURITY IN THE 

NATIONAL CYBER ECOSYSTEM 
SEC. 5301. REPORT ON CYBERSECURITY CERTIFI-

CATIONS AND LABELING. 
Not later than October 1, 2022, the National 

Cyber Director, in consultation with the Di-
rector of the National Institute of Standards 
and Technology and the Director of the Cy-
bersecurity and Infrastructure Security 
Agency, shall submit to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs of the Senate and the Committee on 
Homeland Security of the House of Rep-
resentatives a report that— 

(1) identifies and assesses existing efforts 
by the Federal Government to create, admin-
ister, or otherwise support the use of certifi-
cations or labels to communicate the secu-
rity or security characteristics of informa-
tion technology or operational technology 
products and services; and 

(2) assesses the viability of and need for a 
new program at the Department to har-
monize information technology and oper-
ational technology product and service secu-
rity certification and labeling efforts across 
the Federal Government and between the 
Federal Government and the private sector. 
SEC. 5302. SECURE FOUNDATIONAL INTERNET 

PROTOCOLS. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) BORDER GATEWAY PROTOCOL.—The term 
‘‘border gateway protocol’’ means a protocol 
designed to optimize routing of information 
exchanged through the internet. 

(2) DOMAIN NAME SYSTEM.—The term ‘‘do-
main name system’’ means a system that 
stores information associated with domain 
names in a distributed database on net-
works. 

(3) INFORMATION AND COMMUNICATIONS TECH-
NOLOGY INFRASTRUCTURE PROVIDERS.—The 
term ‘‘information and communications 
technology infrastructure providers’’ means 
all systems that enable connectivity and 
operability of internet service, backbone, 
cloud, web hosting, content delivery, domain 
name system, and software-defined networks 
and other systems and services. 

(b) CREATION OF A STRATEGY TO ENCOURAGE 
IMPLEMENTATION OF MEASURES TO SECURE 
FOUNDATIONAL INTERNET PROTOCOLS.— 

(1) PROTOCOL SECURITY STRATEGY.—In order 
to encourage implementation of measures to 
secure foundational internet protocols by in-
formation and communications technology 
infrastructure providers, not later than 180 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Assistant Secretary for Communications 
and Information of the Department of Com-
merce, in coordination with the Director of 
the National Institute Standards and Tech-
nology and the Director of the Cybersecurity 
and Infrastructure Security Agency, shall es-
tablish a working group composed of appro-
priate stakeholders, including representa-
tives of the Internet Engineering Task Force 
and information and communications tech-
nology infrastructure providers, to prepare 
and submit to Congress a strategy to encour-
age implementation of measures to secure 
the border gateway protocol and the domain 
name system. 

(2) STRATEGY REQUIREMENTS.—The strategy 
required under paragraph (1) shall— 

(A) articulate the motivation and goal of 
the strategy to reduce incidents of border 
gateway protocol hijacking and domain 
name system hijacking; 

(B) articulate the security and privacy 
benefits of implementing the most up-to- 
date and secure instances of the border gate-
way protocol and the domain name system 
and the burdens of implementation and the 
entities on whom those burdens will most 
likely fall; 

(C) identify key United States and inter-
national stakeholders; 

(D) outline varying measures that could be 
used to implement security or provide au-
thentication for the border gateway protocol 
and the domain name system; 

(E) identify any barriers to implementing 
security for the border gateway protocol and 
the domain name system at scale; 

(F) propose a strategy to implement iden-
tified security measures at scale, accounting 
for barriers to implementation and bal-
ancing benefits and burdens, where feasible; 
and 

(G) provide an initial estimate of the total 
cost to the Government and implementing 
entities in the private sector of imple-
menting security for the border gateway pro-
tocol and the domain name system and pro-
pose recommendations for defraying these 
costs, if applicable. 

TITLE LIV—ENABLING THE NATIONAL 
CYBER DIRECTOR 

SEC. 5401. ESTABLISHMENT OF HIRING AUTHORI-
TIES FOR THE OFFICE OF THE NA-
TIONAL CYBER DIRECTOR. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
(1) the term ‘‘Director’’ means the Na-

tional Cyber Director; 
(2) the term ‘‘excepted service’’ has the 

meaning given such term in section 2103 of 
title 5, United States Code; 
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(3) the term ‘‘Office’’ means the Office of 

the National Cyber Director; 
(4) the term ‘‘qualified position’’ means a 

position identified by the Director under 
subsection (b)(1)(A), in which the individual 
occupying such position performs, manages, 
or supervises functions that execute the re-
sponsibilities of the Office. 

(b) HIRING PLAN.—The Director shall, for 
purposes of carrying out the functions of the 
Office— 

(1) craft an implementation plan for posi-
tions in the excepted service in the Office, 
which shall propose— 

(A) qualified positions in the Office, as the 
Director determines necessary to carry out 
the responsibilities of the Office; and 

(B) subject to the requirements of para-
graph (2), rates of compensation for an indi-
vidual serving in a qualified position; 

(2) propose rates of basic pay for qualified 
positions, which shall— 

(A) be determined in relation to the rates 
of pay provided for employees in comparable 
positions in the Office, in which the em-
ployee occupying the comparable position 
performs, manages, or supervises functions 
that execute the mission of the Office; and 

(B) subject to the same limitations on 
maximum rates of pay and consistent with 
section 5341 of title 5, United States Code, 
adopt such provisions of that title to provide 
for prevailing rate systems of basic pay and 
apply those provisions to qualified positions 
for employees in or under which the Office 
may employ individuals described by section 
5342(a)(2)(A) of such title; and 

(3) craft proposals to provide— 
(A) employees in qualified positions com-

pensation (in addition to basic pay), includ-
ing benefits, incentives, and allowances, con-
sistent with, and not in excess of the level 
authorized for, comparable positions author-
ized by title 5, United States Code; and 

(B) employees in a qualified position for 
which the Director proposes a rate of basic 
pay under paragraph (2) an allowance under 
section 5941 of title 5, United States Code, on 
the same basis and to the same extent as if 
the employee was an employee covered by 
such section, including eligibility condi-
tions, allowance rates, and all other terms 
and conditions in law or regulation. 

SA 4113. Mr. MANCHIN (for himself, 
Mr. LUJÁN, and Mrs. CAPITO) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 
to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. AMOUNTS FOR NEXT GENERATION 

RADAR AND RADIO ASTRONOMY IM-
PROVEMENTS AND RELATED ACTIVI-
TIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 
be appropriated to the National Science 
Foundation, $176,000,000 for the period of fis-
cal years 2022 through 2024 for the design, de-
velopment, prototyping, or mid-scale up-
grades of next generation radar and radio as-
tronomy improvements and related activi-
ties under section 14 of the National Science 
Foundation Authorization Act of 2002 (42 
U.S.C. 1862n-4). 

(b) APPROVAL.—Nothing in this section 
shall amend the Director of the National 

Science Foundation’s authority to review 
and issue awards. 

SA 4114. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lllll. EXPANSION OF APPALACHIAN DE-

VELOPMENT HIGHWAY SYSTEM. 
Section 14501 of title 40, United States 

Code, is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a), in the second sen-

tence, by striking ‘‘three thousand and nine-
ty miles’’ and inserting ‘‘the total number of 
miles established by the Secretary under 
subsection (h)’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(h) EXPANSION OF THE APPALACHIAN DE-

VELOPMENT HIGHWAY SYSTEM.—As soon as 
practicable after the date of enactment of 
this subsection, the Secretary shall establish 
the total number of miles that is authorized 
to be constructed for the Appalachian devel-
opment highway system under subsection (a) 
based on— 

‘‘(1) a report prepared by the Secretary be-
fore the date of enactment of this subsection 
in which the Secretary describes the total 
number of miles that should be authorized to 
be constructed for the Appalachian develop-
ment highway system under subsection (a); 
or 

‘‘(2) if the Secretary determines that there 
is not an existing report that addresses the 
matters described in paragraph (1), a report 
prepared by the Secretary, in consultation 
with the Appalachian Regional Commission 
and applicable State departments of trans-
portation, as soon as practicable after the 
date of enactment of this subsection, that 
describes the total number of miles that 
should be authorized to be constructed for 
the Appalachian development highway sys-
tem under subsection (a).’’. 

SA 4115. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. llll. OPIOID SUBSTANCE ABUSE REDUC-

TION. 
(a) STEWARDSHIP FEE ON OPIOID PAIN RE-

LIEVERS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 32 of the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting 
after subchapter D the following new sub-
chapter: 

‘‘Subchapter E—Certain Opioid Pain 
Relievers 

‘‘Sec. 4191. Opioid pain relievers. 
‘‘SEC. 4191. OPIOID PAIN RELIEVERS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—There is hereby imposed 
on the sale of any active opioid by the manu-

facturer, producer, or importer a fee equal to 
1 cent per milligram so sold. 

‘‘(b) ACTIVE OPIOID.—For purposes of this 
section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘active opioid’ 
means any controlled substance (as defined 
in section 102 of the Controlled Substances 
Act, as in effect on the date of the enact-
ment of this section) which is opium, an opi-
ate, or any derivative thereof. 

‘‘(2) EXCLUSION FOR CERTAIN PRESCRIPTION 
MEDICATIONS.—Such term shall not include 
any prescribed drug which is used exclu-
sively for the treatment of opioid addiction 
as part of a medically assisted treatment ef-
fort. 

‘‘(3) EXCLUSION OF OTHER INGREDIENTS.—In 
the case of a product that includes an active 
opioid and another ingredient, subsection (a) 
shall apply only to the portion of such prod-
uct that is an active opioid. 

‘‘(c) REBATE OR DISCOUNT PROGRAM FOR 
CERTAIN CANCER AND HOSPICE PATIENTS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Health 
and Human Services, in consultation with 
patient advocacy groups and other relevant 
stakeholders as determined by such Sec-
retary, shall establish a mechanism by 
which— 

‘‘(A) any amount paid by an eligible pa-
tient in connection with the stewardship fee 
under subsection (a) shall be rebated to such 
patient in as timely a manner as possible, or 

‘‘(B) amounts paid by an eligible patient 
for active opioids are discounted at time of 
payment or purchase to ensure that such pa-
tient does not pay any amount attributable 
to such fee, 

with as little burden on the patient as pos-
sible. The Secretary of Health and Human 
Services shall choose whichever of the op-
tions described in subparagraph (A) or (B) is, 
in such Secretary’s determination, most ef-
fective and efficient in ensuring eligible pa-
tients face no economic burden from such 
fee. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE PATIENT.—For purposes of 
this subsection, the term ‘eligible patient’ 
means— 

‘‘(A) a patient for whom any active opioid 
is prescribed to treat pain relating to cancer 
or cancer treatment, 

‘‘(B) a patient participating in hospice 
care, 

‘‘(C) a patient with respect to whom the 
prescriber of the applicable opioid deter-
mines that other non-opioid pain manage-
ment treatments are inadequate or inappro-
priate, and 

‘‘(D) in the case of the death or incapacity 
of a patient described in subparagraph (A), 
(B), or (C), or any similar situation as deter-
mined by the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services, the appropriate family 
member, medical proxy, or similar rep-
resentative or the estate of such patient.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
subchapters for chapter 32 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting 
after the item relating to subchapter D the 
following new item: 

‘‘SUBCHAPTER E. CERTAIN OPIOID PAIN 
RELIEVERS’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to sales 
on or after the later of— 

(A) the date which is 1 year after the date 
of the enactment of this Act; or 

(B) the date on which the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services establishes the 
mechanism described in subsection (c)(1) of 
section 4191 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, as added by this section. 

(b) BLOCK GRANTS FOR PREVENTION AND 
TREATMENT OF SUBSTANCE ABUSE.— 

(1) GRANTS TO STATES.—Section 1921(b) of 
the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 
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300x–21(b)) is amended by inserting ‘‘, and, as 
applicable, for carrying out section 1923A’’ 
before the period. 

(2) NONAPPLICABILITY OF PREVENTION PRO-
GRAM PROVISION.—Section 1922(a)(1) of the 
Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 300x– 
22(a)(1)) is amended by inserting ‘‘except 
with respect to amounts made available as 
described in section 1923A,’’ before ‘‘will ex-
pend’’. 

(3) OPIOID TREATMENT PROGRAMS.—Subpart 
II of part B of title XIX of the Public Health 
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 300x–21 et seq.) is 
amended by inserting after section 1923 the 
following: 
‘‘SEC. 1923A. ADDITIONAL SUBSTANCE ABUSE 

TREATMENT PROGRAMS. 
‘‘A funding agreement for a grant under 

section 1921 is that the State involved shall 
provide that any amounts made available by 
any increase in revenues to the Treasury in 
the previous fiscal year resulting from the 
enactment of section 4191 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 (determined by taking 
into account any outlays for amounts re-
bated or discounted under subsection (c)(1) 
thereof (as described in section 
1933(a)(1)(B)(i))) be used exclusively for sub-
stance abuse (including opioid abuse) treat-
ment efforts in the State, including— 

‘‘(1) treatment programs— 
‘‘(A) establishing new addiction treatment 

facilities, residential and outpatient, includ-
ing covering capital costs; 

‘‘(B) establishing sober living facilities; 
‘‘(C) recruiting and increasing reimburse-

ment for certified mental health providers 
providing substance abuse treatment in 
medically underserved communities or com-
munities with high rates of prescription drug 
abuse; 

‘‘(D) expanding access to long-term, resi-
dential treatment programs for opioid ad-
dicts (including 30-, 60-, and 90-day pro-
grams); 

‘‘(E) establishing or operating support pro-
grams that offer employment services, hous-
ing, and other support services to help recov-
ering addicts transition back into society; 

‘‘(F) establishing or operating housing for 
children whose parents are participating in 
substance abuse treatment programs, includ-
ing capital costs; 

‘‘(G) establishing or operating facilities to 
provide care for babies born with neonatal 
abstinence syndrome, including capital 
costs; and 

‘‘(H) other treatment programs, as the Sec-
retary determines appropriate; and 

‘‘(2) recruitment and training of substance 
use disorder professionals to work in rural 
and medically underserved communities.’’. 

(4) ADDITIONAL FUNDING.—Section 
1933(a)(1)(B)(i) of the Public Health Service 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300x–33(a)(1)(B)(i)) is amended 
by inserting ‘‘, plus any increase in revenues 
to the Treasury in the previous fiscal year 
resulting from the enactment of section 4191 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (deter-
mined by taking into account any outlays 
for amounts rebated or discounted under 
subsection (c)(1) thereof)’’ before the period. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date described in subsection (a)(3), the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services 
shall submit to Congress a report on the im-
pact of the amendments made by subsections 
(a) and (b) on— 

(1) the retail cost of active opioids (as de-
fined in section 4191 of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986, as added by subsection (a)); 

(2) patient access to such opioids, particu-
larly cancer and hospice patients, including 
the effect of the discount or rebate on such 
opioids for cancer and hospice patients under 
section 4191(c)(1) of such Code, as so added; 

(3) how the increase in revenue to the 
Treasury resulting from the enactment of 

section 4191 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is used to improve substance abuse 
treatment efforts in accordance with section 
1923A of the Public Health Service Act (as 
added by subsection (b)); and 

(4) suggestions for improving— 
(A) access to opioids for cancer and hospice 

patients; and 
(B) substance abuse treatment efforts 

under such section 1923A. 

SA 4116. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1064. EXTENSION OF BLACK LUNG DIS-

ABILITY TRUST FUND EXCISE TAX. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4121(e)(2)(A) of 

the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended 
by striking ‘‘December 31, 2021’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘December 31, 2031’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply on and after 
the first day of the first calendar month be-
ginning after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

SA 4117. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

In title X, add at the end the following: 
Subtitle H—COVID–19 Mine Worker 

Protection Act 
SEC. 1071 SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘COVID– 
19 Mine Worker Protection Act’’. 
SEC. 1072. EMERGENCY TEMPORARY AND PERMA-

NENT STANDARDS. 
(a) EMERGENCY TEMPORARY HEALTH OR 

SAFETY STANDARD.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—In consideration of the 

grave risk presented by COVID–19 and the 
need to strengthen protections for miners, 
pursuant to section 101(b) of the Federal 
Mine Safety and Health Act of 1977 (30 U.S.C. 
811(b)) and notwithstanding the provisions of 
law and the Executive order listed in para-
graph (3), not later than 7 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Labor shall promulgate an emergency tem-
porary health or safety standard to protect 
miners from occupational exposure to SARS– 
CoV–2. 

(2) APPLICATION OF STANDARD.—Pursuant to 
section 101(b)(2) of the Federal Mine Safety 
and Health Act of 1977 (30 U.S.C. 811(b)(2)), 
the emergency temporary health or safety 
standard promulgated under paragraph (1) 
shall be effective until superseded by a man-
datory health or safety standard promul-
gated under subsection (b). 

(3) INAPPLICABLE PROVISIONS OF LAW AND 
EXECUTIVE ORDER.—The provisions of law and 

the Executive order listed in this paragraph 
are as follows: 

(A) Chapter 6 of title 5, United States Code 
(commonly referred to as the ‘‘Regulatory 
Flexibility Act’’). 

(B) Subchapter I of chapter 35 of title 44, 
United States Code (commonly referred to as 
the ‘‘Paperwork Reduction Act’’). 

(C) The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of 
1995 (2 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.). 

(D) Executive Order 12866 (58 Fed. Reg. 190; 
relating to regulatory planning and review), 
as amended. 

(b) PERMANENT STANDARD.—Pursuant to 
section 101(b)(3) of the Federal Mine Safety 
and Health Act of 1977 (30 U.S.C. 811(b)(3)), 
the Secretary shall promulgate a mandatory 
standard to protect miners from occupa-
tional exposure to SARS–CoV–2. 

(c) REQUIREMENTS.—The standards promul-
gated under this section shall— 

(1) include a requirement that operators— 
(A) with the input and involvement of min-

ers or, where applicable, the representatives 
of miners develop and implement a com-
prehensive infectious disease exposure con-
trol plan to address the risk of occupational 
exposure to SARS–CoV–2; and 

(B) provide to miners the necessary per-
sonal protective equipment, disinfectant, an-
cillary medical supplies, and other applica-
ble supplies determined necessary by the 
Secretary to reduce and limit exposure to 
SARS–CoV–2 in coal or other mines; 

(2) incorporate guidelines— 
(A) issued by the Centers for Disease Con-

trol and Prevention and the National Insti-
tute for Occupational Safety and Health, 
which are designed to prevent the trans-
mission of infectious agents in occupational 
settings; and 

(B) from relevant scientific research on 
novel pathogens; and 

(3) include a requirement for the recording 
and reporting of all work-related COVID–19 
infections and deaths as set forth in part 50 
of title 30, Code of Federal Regulations (as in 
effect on the date of enactment of this Act). 
SEC. 1073. SURVEILLANCE, TRACKING, AND IN-

VESTIGATION OF MINING-RELATED 
CASES OF COVID–19. 

The Secretary of Labor (acting through 
the Assistant Secretary for Mine Safety and 
Health), in coordination with the Director of 
the Centers for Disease Control and Preven-
tion and the Director of the National Insti-
tute for Occupational Safety and Health, 
shall— 

(1) collect and analyze case reports and 
other data on COVID–19 to identify and 
evaluate the extent, nature, and source of 
COVID–19 among miners, including the prev-
alence of and consequences of COVID–19 di-
agnoses among miners also diagnosed with 
pneumoconiosis; 

(2) investigate, as appropriate, individual 
cases of COVID–19 among miners to evaluate 
the source of exposure and adequacy of infec-
tious disease exposure control plans; 

(3) provide regular periodic reports on 
COVID–19 among miners to the public; and 

(4) based on such reports and investiga-
tions, make recommendations on needed ac-
tions or guidance to protect miners from 
COVID–19. 
SEC. 1074. DEFINITIONS. 

The terms used in this subtitle have the 
meanings given the terms in section 3 of the 
Federal Mine Safety and Health Act of 1977 
(30 U.S.C. 802). 

SA 4118. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
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Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1064. PROTECTIONS FOR PENSIONS IN 

BANKRUPTCY PROCEEDINGS. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 

cited as the ‘‘Stop Looting American Pen-
sions Act of 2021’’ or the ‘‘SLAP Act’’. 

(b) AMENDMENTS TO THE EMPLOYEE RETIRE-
MENT INCOME SECURITY ACT OF 1974 AND THE 
INTERNAL REVENUE CODE OF 1986.— 

(1) MINIMUM FUNDING STANDARD.— 
(A) AMENDMENT TO THE EMPLOYEE RETIRE-

MENT INCOME SECURITY ACT OF 1974.—Section 
302(a) of the Employee Retirement Income 
Security Act of 1974 (29 U.S.C. 1082(a)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(3) CASES UNDER TITLE 11.—A plan shall 
continue to be required to satisfy the min-
imum funding standard under paragraph (1) 
if a case under title 11, United States Code, 
is commenced with respect to the employer 
unless the Secretary of the Treasury has 
waived the requirements of this subsection 
with respect to the plan under subsection 
(c).’’. 

(B) AMENDMENT TO THE INTERNAL REVENUE 
CODE OF 1986.—Section 412(a) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘‘(3) CASES UNDER TITLE 11.—A plan shall 
continue to be required to satisfy the min-
imum funding standard under paragraph (1) 
if a case under title 11, United States Code, 
is commenced with respect to the employer 
unless the Secretary has waived the require-
ments of this subsection with respect to the 
plan under subsection (c).’’. 

(2) OBLIGATION TO CONTRIBUTE.—Section 
4212 of the Employee Retirement Income Se-
curity Act of 1974 (29 U.S.C. 1392) is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(d) A person shall be subject to an obliga-
tion to contribute under this part notwith-
standing the commencement of a case under 
title 11, United States Code, with respect to 
that person.’’. 

(3) OBLIGATION TO PAY WITHDRAWAL LIABIL-
ITY.—Section 4220(c) of the Employee Retire-
ment Income Security Act of 1974 (29 U.S.C. 
1399(c)) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(9) An employer shall be subject to an ob-
ligation to make payments of withdrawal li-
ability under this section notwithstanding 
the commencement of a case under title 11, 
United States Code, with respect to the em-
ployer.’’. 

(c) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES AND PRIOR-
ITIES IN BANKRUPTCY PROCEEDINGS.— 

(1) ALLOWANCE OF ADMINISTRATIVE EX-
PENSES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 503(b) of title 11, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(i) in paragraph (8)(B), by striking ‘‘and’’; 
(ii) in paragraph (9), by striking the period 

at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 
(iii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(10) unpaid minimum required contribu-

tions, as defined in section 302(c)(4)(C)(iii)(I) 
of the Employee Retirement Income Secu-
rity Act of 1974 (29 U.S.C. 1082(c)(4)(C)(iii)(I)) 
and section 4971(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986; and 

‘‘(11) withdrawal liability determined 
under part 1 of subtitle E of title IV of the 
Employee Retirement Income Security Act 
of 1974 (29 U.S.C. 1381 et seq.), including any 
accelerated payment of such withdrawal li-
ability under section 4219(c)(5) of the Em-
ployee Retirement Income Security Act of 
1974 (29 U.S.C. 1399(c)(5)).’’. 

(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENT RELATING TO 
PRIORITIES.—Section 507(a)(5) of title 11, 
United States Code, is amended, in the mat-
ter preceding subparagraph (A), by inserting 
after ‘‘contributions to an employee benefit 
plan’’ the following: ‘‘, other than for unpaid 
minimum required contributions, as defined 
in section 302(c)(4)(C)(iii)(I) of the Employee 
Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 (29 
U.S.C. 1082(c)(4)(C)(iii)(I)) and section 
4971(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986’’. 

(2) INCREASED WAGE PRIORITY.—Section 
507(a) of title 11, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(A) in paragraph (4), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘$10,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$20,000’’; 

(ii) by striking ‘‘within 180 days’’; and 
(iii) by striking ‘‘or the date of the ces-

sation of the debtor’s business, whichever oc-
curs first,’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (5)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘within 180 days’’; and 
(II) by striking ‘‘or the date of the ces-

sation of the debtor’s business, whichever oc-
curs first’’; and 

(ii) by striking subparagraph (B) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(B) for each such plan, to the extent of 
the number of employees covered by each 
such plan, multiplied by $20,000.’’. 

(d) AUTOMATIC STAY IN BANKRUPTCY PRO-
CEEDINGS.—Section 362(b) of title 11, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (28), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(2) in paragraph (29), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (29) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(30) under subsection (a) of this section, 
the commencement or continuation of an ac-
tion or proceeding by the Director of the 
Pension Benefits Guaranty Corporation to 
enforce the minimum standard under section 
303(k) of the Employment Retirement In-
come Security Act of 1974 (29 U.S.C. 
1083(k)).’’. 

(e) SALES OF PROPERTY IN BANKRUPTCY 
PROCEEDINGS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 363 of title 11, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(A) in subsection (b)(1), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘The 
trustee’’ and inserting ‘‘Subject to sub-
section (q), the trustee’’; 

(B) in subsection (c)(1), by striking ‘‘If the 
business’’ and inserting ‘‘Subject to sub-
section (q), if the business’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(q)(1) Subject to paragraphs (2) and (3), 

the trustee may not sell property of the es-
tate under subsection (b) or (c) unless the 
trustee is able to demonstrate that— 

‘‘(A) the sale complies with the provisions 
of this title; 

‘‘(B) the sale has been proposed in good 
faith and not by any means forbidden by the 
law; 

‘‘(C) any payment made for services or for 
costs and expenses in or in connection with 
the sale is reasonable; 

‘‘(D) if, with respect to the case, there is 
any fee payable under section 1930 of title 28, 
the proceeds of the sale will be used to pay 
that fee; 

‘‘(E) with respect to each class of claims or 
interests— 

‘‘(i) such class has accepted the sale; or 
‘‘(ii) such class is not impaired by the sale. 
‘‘(2) The trustee, on request of the pro-

ponent of the sale, may sell property of the 
estate under subsection (b) or (c) if— 

‘‘(A) all of the applicable requirements of 
paragraph (1) other than subparagraph (E) 

are met with respect to a sale of property; 
and 

‘‘(B) the sale does not discriminate un-
fairly, and is fair and equitable, with respect 
to each class of claims or interests that is 
impaired under, and has not accepted, the 
sale. 

‘‘(3) The trustee may not sell substantially 
all of the property of the estate under sub-
section (b) or (c) during the 60-day period be-
ginning on the date of the filing of the peti-
tion unless the court determines that— 

‘‘(A) there is a high likelihood that the 
value of the property of the estate will de-
crease significantly during that period; and 

‘‘(B) the requirements under paragraph (1) 
have been satisfied with respect to each sale 
that would contribute to substantially all of 
the property of the estate being sold.’’. 

(2) PROTECTION OF EMPLOYEE BENEFITS IN A 
SALE OF ASSETS.—Section 363(b) of title 11, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(3) In approving a sale under this sub-
section, the court shall consider the extent 
to which a bidder has offered to maintain ex-
isting jobs, preserve terms and conditions of 
employment, and assume or match pension 
and retiree health benefit obligations in de-
termining whether an offer constitutes the 
highest or best offer for such property.’’. 

(f) FRAUDULENT TRANSFERS AND OBLIGA-
TIONS.—Section 548 of title 11, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘2 
years’’ and inserting ‘‘6 years’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘2 years’’ 
and inserting ‘‘6 years’’. 

(g) LIMITATIONS ON EXECUTIVE COMPENSA-
TION ENHANCEMENTS.—Section 503(c) of title 
11, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘, a senior executive offi-
cer, or any of the 20 next most highly com-
pensated employees or consultants’’ after 
‘‘an insider’’; 

(B) by inserting ‘‘or for the payment of 
performance or incentive compensation, or a 
bonus of any kind, or other financial returns 
designed to replace or enhance incentive, 
stock, or other compensation in effect before 
the date of the commencement of the case,’’ 
after ‘‘remain with the debtor’s business,’’; 
and 

(C) by inserting ‘‘clear and convincing’’ be-
fore ‘‘evidence in the record’’; and 

(2) by amending paragraph (3) to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(3) other transfers or obligations, to or for 
the benefit of insiders, senior executive offi-
cers, managers, or consultants providing 
services to the debtor, in the absence of a 
finding by the court, based upon clear and 
convincing evidence, and without deference 
to the debtor’s request for such payments, 
that such transfers or obligations are essen-
tial to the survival of the debtor’s business 
or (in the case of a liquidation of some or all 
of the debtor’s assets) essential to the or-
derly liquidation and maximization of value 
of the assets of the debtor, in either case, be-
cause of the essential nature of the services 
provided, and then only to the extent that 
the court finds such transfers or obligations 
are reasonable compared to individuals hold-
ing comparable positions at comparable 
companies in the same industry and not dis-
proportionate in light of economic conces-
sions by the debtor’s nonmanagement work-
force during the case.’’. 

(h) APPLICABILITY.—This section and the 
amendments made by this section shall 
apply with respect to any case that is com-
menced on or after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 
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SA 4119. Mr. WICKER (for himself 

and Mr. KAINE) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lll. ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR OHIO RE-

PLACEMENT. 
(a) ADDITIONAL FUNDING.—The amount au-

thorized to be appropriated for fiscal year 
2022 by section 201 for research, development, 
test, and evaluation is hereby increased by 
$25,000,000, with the amount of the increase 
to be available for Ohio Replacement (PE 
0603595N). 

(b) OFFSET.—The amount authorized to be 
appropriated for fiscal year 2022 by section 
101 for procurement for the Army, the Navy 
and the Marine Corps, the Air Force and the 
Space Force, and Defense-wide activities is 
hereby decreased by $25,000,000, with the 
amount of the decrease to be derived from 
amounts available for Shipbuilding and Con-
version, Navy, Amphibious Ships, Line 19, 
LHA Replacement. 
SEC. lll. ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR SHIP 

SHORE CONNECTOR. 
(a) ADDITIONAL FUNDING.—The amount au-

thorized to be appropriated for fiscal year 
2022 by section 201 for research, development, 
test, and evaluation is hereby increased by 
$10,000,000, with the amount of the increase 
to be available for the Ship Shore Connector 
(PE 0605220N). 

(b) OFFSET.—The amount authorized to be 
appropriated for fiscal year 2022 by section 
101 for procurement for the Army, the Navy 
and the Marine Corps, the Air Force and the 
Space Force, and Defense-wide activities is 
hereby decreased by $10,000,000, with the 
amount of the decrease to be derived from 
amounts available for Shipbuilding and Con-
version, Navy, Amphibious Ships, Line 19, 
LHA Replacement. 
SEC. lll. ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR INDUS-

TRIAL BASE ANALYSIS AND 
SUSTAINMENT. 

(a) ADDITIONAL FUNDING.—The amount au-
thorized to be appropriated for fiscal year 
2022 by section 201 for research, development, 
test, and evaluation is hereby increased by 
$2,000,000, with the amount of the increase to 
be available for Industrial Base Analysis and 
Sustainment Support (PE 0607210D8Z). 

(b) OFFSET.—The amount authorized to be 
appropriated for fiscal year 2022 by section 
101 for procurement for the Army, the Navy 
and the Marine Corps, the Air Force and the 
Space Force, and Defense-wide activities is 
hereby decreased by $2,000,000, with the 
amount of the decrease to be derived from 
amounts available for Shipbuilding and Con-
version, Navy, Amphibious Ships, Line 19, 
LHA Replacement. 

SA 4120. Mr. WICKER (for himself 
and Mr. KAINE) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 

for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II, insert 
the following: 
SEC. lll. ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR JOINT 

SERVICE EXPLOSIVE ORDINANCE 
DEVELOPMENT. 

(a) ADDITIONAL FUNDING.—The amount au-
thorized to be appropriated for fiscal year 
2022 by section 201 for research, development, 
test, and evaluation is hereby increased by 
$11,000,000, with the amount of the increase 
to be available for Joint Service Explosive 
Ordinance Development (PE 0603654N). 

(b) OFFSET.—The amount authorized to be 
appropriated for fiscal year 2022 by section 
101 for procurement for the Army, the Navy 
and the Marine Corps, the Air Force and the 
Space Force, and Defense-wide activities is 
hereby decreased by $11,000,000, with the 
amount of the decrease to be derived from 
amounts available for Shipbuilding and Con-
version, Navy, Amphibious Ships, Line 19, 
LHA Replacement. 

SA 4121. Ms. CORTEZ MASTO (for 
herself and Mrs. FISCHER) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. PROMOTING DIGITAL PRIVACY TECH-

NOLOGIES. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) PERSONAL DATA.—The term ‘‘personal 

data’’ means information that identifies, is 
linked to, or is reasonably linkable to, an in-
dividual or a consumer device, including de-
rived data. 

(2) PRIVACY ENHANCING TECHNOLOGY.—The 
term ‘‘privacy enhancing technology’’— 

(A) means any software solution, technical 
processes, or other technological means of 
enhancing the privacy and confidentiality of 
an individual’s personal data in data or sets 
of data; and 

(B) includes anonymization and 
pseudonymization techniques, filtering 
tools, anti-tracking technology, differential 
privacy tools, synthetic data, and secure 
multi-party computation. 

(b) NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION SUPPORT 
OF RESEARCH ON PRIVACY ENHANCING TECH-
NOLOGY.—The Director of the National 
Science Foundation, in consultation with 
other relevant Federal agencies (as deter-
mined by the Director), shall support merit- 
reviewed and competitively awarded re-
search on privacy enhancing technologies, 
which may include— 

(1) fundamental research on technologies 
for de-identification, pseudonymization, 
anonymization, or obfuscation of personal 
data in data sets while maintaining fairness, 
accuracy, and efficiency; 

(2) fundamental research on algorithms 
and other similar mathematical tools used 
to protect individual privacy when col-
lecting, storing, sharing, or aggregating 
data; 

(3) fundamental research on technologies 
that promote data minimization principles 

in data collection, sharing, and analytics; 
and 

(4) research awards on privacy enhancing 
technologies coordinated with other relevant 
Federal agencies and programs. 

(c) INTEGRATION INTO THE COMPUTER AND 
NETWORK SECURITY PROGRAM.—Subparagraph 
(D) of section 4(a)(1) of the Cyber Security 
Research and Development Act (15 U.S.C. 
7403(a)(1)(D)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(D) privacy enhancing technologies and 
confidentiality;’’. 

(d) COORDINATION WITH THE NATIONAL IN-
STITUTE OF STANDARDS AND TECHNOLOGY AND 
OTHER STAKEHOLDERS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Office 
of Science and Technology Policy, acting 
through the Networking and Information 
Technology Research and Development Pro-
gram, shall coordinate with the Director of 
the National Science Foundation, the Direc-
tor of the National Institute of Standards 
and Technology, and the Federal Trade Com-
mission to accelerate the development and 
use of privacy enhancing technologies. 

(2) OUTREACH.—The Director of the Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Technology 
shall conduct outreach to— 

(A) receive input from private, public, and 
academic stakeholders, including the Na-
tional Institutes of Health and the Centers 
for Disease Control and Prevention, for the 
purpose of facilitating public health re-
search, on the development of privacy en-
hancing technologies; and 

(B) develop ongoing public and private sec-
tor engagement to create and disseminate 
voluntary, consensus-based resources to in-
crease the integration of privacy enhancing 
technologies in data collection, sharing, and 
analytics by the public and private sectors. 

(e) REPORT ON RESEARCH AND STANDARDS 
DEVELOPMENT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Direc-
tor of the Office of Science and Technology 
Policy, acting through the Networking and 
Information Technology Research and Devel-
opment Program, shall, in coordination with 
the Director of the National Science Founda-
tion and the Director of the National Insti-
tute of Standards and Technology, submit to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate, and the Com-
mittee on Science, Space, and Technology of 
the House of Representatives, a report con-
taining— 

(1) the progress of research on privacy en-
hancing technologies; 

(2) the progress of the development of vol-
untary resources described under subsection 
(d)(2)(B); and 

(3) any policy recommendations of the Di-
rectors that could facilitate and improve 
communication and coordination between 
the private sector, the National Science 
Foundation, and relevant Federal agencies 
through the implementation of privacy en-
hancing technologies. 

SA 4122. Ms. CORTEZ MASTO (for 
herself and Mr. BLUMENTHAL) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 3867 sub-
mitted by Mr. REED and intended to be 
proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2022 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title V, add the 
following: 
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SEC. 520B. CONTACT OF ELIGIBLE MEMBERS FOR 

THE REVIEW AND CORRECTION OF 
MILITARY RECORDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall conduct a search in accordance with 
subsection (b) to identify the current address 
of each former member of the Armed Forces 
who meets the following criteria: 

(1) Served as a member of the Armed 
Forces on or after October 7, 2001. 

(2) Was discharged with a service charac-
terization that was less than honorable dis-
charge, excluding a bad conduct discharge or 
dishonorable discharge. 

(3) Has not received an upgrade of dis-
charge to honorable discharge. 

(b) RESOURCES TO CONDUCT SEARCH.—To 
identify the current addresses of former 
members of the Armed Forces who meet the 
criteria under subsection (a), the Secretary 
of Defense shall access public record data-
bases, including— 

(1) LexisNexis Public Records; 
(2) PeopleMap on Thomson Reuters 

Westlaw; 
(3) OPENonline; and 
(4) any other public record database as de-

termined by the Secretary of Defense. 
(c) CONTACT OF ELIGIBLE MEMBERS.—The 

Secretary of Defense shall— 
(1) prepare a universal notice that in-

cludes— 
(A) a description of the process for a 

former member to apply for a discharge up-
grade or otherwise correct their military 
record; 

(B) a list of resources through which a 
former member may receive assistance in 
completing or submitting the application; 

(C) a summary of any recent statutory 
amendments and agency guidance that— 

(i) require any board established under sec-
tion 1552(a)(1) of title 10, United States Code, 
to grant liberal consideration to applications 
involving post-traumatic stress disorder, 
traumatic brain injury, military sexual trau-
ma, and other behavioral health conditions; 
and 

(ii) permit discharge upgrades to former 
members discharged under section 654 of 
title 10, United States Code, as in effect be-
fore such section was repealed pursuant to 
the Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell Repeal Act of 2010 
(Public Law 111–321); 

(D) a description of the medical evidence 
that a former member may provide to a 
board to support an application, noting that 
such evidence may include— 

(i) a medical diagnosis of post-traumatic 
stress disorder, traumatic brain injury, or 
other behavioral health issues; 

(ii) documentation by a medical profes-
sional or licensed social worker of symptoms 
of post-traumatic stress disorder, traumatic 
brain injury, military sexual trauma, or 
other behavioral health issues; and 

(iii) letters describing behavioral changes 
or symptoms of post-traumatic stress dis-
order, traumatic brain injury, and other be-
havior health issues of the former member 
witnessed by family members of the former 
member or other individuals; and 

(E) information on the process for a former 
member to obtain treatment or a medical 
health evaluations from the Department of 
Veterans Affairs; and 

(2) take measures to provide the universal 
notice required under paragraph (1) to each 
former member of the Armed Forces who 
meets the criteria under subsection (a). 

SA 4123. Ms. CORTEZ MASTO sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 3867 sub-
mitted by Mr. REED and intended to be 
proposed to the bill H.R. 4350, to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 

2022 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title III, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 318. ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RESILIENCY 

TARGETS FOR DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE DATA CENTERS. 

(a) ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RESILIENCY 
TARGETS FOR DATA CENTERS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 
173 of title 10, United States Code, is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new 
section: 
‘‘§ 2921. Energy efficiency and resiliency tar-

gets for data centers 
‘‘(a) COVERED DATA CENTERS.—(1) For each 

covered data center, the Secretary of De-
fense shall— 

‘‘(A) develop a power usage effectiveness 
target for the data center, based on location, 
resiliency, industry standards, business con-
tinuity and disaster recovery, and best prac-
tices; 

‘‘(B) develop a water usage effectiveness 
target for the data center, based on location, 
resiliency, industry standards, business con-
tinuity and disaster recovery, and best prac-
tices; 

‘‘(C) develop a resiliency target for the 
data center, based on location, industry 
standards, business continuity and disaster 
recovery, and best practices; 

‘‘(D) develop a facility availability target 
for the data center, based on location, indus-
try standards, business continuity and dis-
aster recovery, and best practices; 

‘‘(E) develop other energy efficiency or 
water usage targets for the data center based 
on industry standards, business continuity 
and disaster recovery, and best practices, as 
applicable to meet energy efficiency and re-
siliency goals; 

‘‘(F) identify potential renewable or clean 
energy resources, or related technologies 
such as advanced battery storage capacity, 
to enhance resiliency at the data center, in-
cluding potential renewable or clean energy 
purchase targets based on the location of the 
data center; and 

‘‘(G) identify any statutory, regulatory, or 
policy barriers to meeting any target under 
any of subparagraphs (A) through (F). 

‘‘(2) In this subsection, the term ‘covered 
data center’ means a data center established 
before the date of the enactment of this sec-
tion that— 

‘‘(A) is one of the 50 data centers of the De-
partment of Defense with the highest annual 
power usage rates; or 

‘‘(B) is one of the 20 data centers operated 
for the Department by a private contractor 
with the highest annual power usage rates. 

‘‘(b) NEW DATA CENTERS.—(1)(A) Except as 
provided in paragraph (2), in the case of any 
data center of the Department established on 
or after the date of the enactment of this 
section, regardless of whether the data cen-
ter is owned and operated by the Department 
or by a contractor on behalf of the Depart-
ment, the Secretary shall establish energy, 
water usage, and resiliency-related standards 
that the data center shall be required to 
meet based on location, resiliency, industry 
standards, business continuity and disaster 
recovery, and best practices. 

‘‘(B) Standards established under subpara-
graph (A) shall include— 

‘‘(i) power usage effectiveness standards; 
‘‘(ii) water usage effectiveness standards; 
‘‘(iii) resiliency standards; 

‘‘(iv) facility availability standards; and 
‘‘(v) any other energy or resiliency stand-

ards the Secretary determines are appro-
priate. 

‘‘(2) The Secretary may waive the require-
ment for a data center of the Department es-
tablished on or after the date of the enact-
ment of this section to meet the standards 
established under paragraph (1) if the Sec-
retary— 

‘‘(A) determines that such waiver is in the 
national security interest of the United 
States; and 

‘‘(B) submits to the Committee on Armed 
Services of the Senate and the Committee on 
Armed Services of the House of Representa-
tives notice of such waiver and the reasons 
for such waiver.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of such subchapter 
is amended by inserting after the item relat-
ing to section 2920 the following new item: 

‘‘Sec. 2921. Energy efficiency and resiliency 
targets for data centers.’’. 

(b) INVENTORY OF DATA FACILITIES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall conduct an in-
ventory of all data centers owned or oper-
ated by the Department of Defense. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The inventory required 
under paragraph (1) shall include the fol-
lowing: 

(A) A list of data centers owned or oper-
ated by the Department of Defense. 

(B) For each such data center, the earlier 
of the following dates: 

(i) The date on which the data center was 
established. 

(ii) The date of the most recent capital in-
vestment in new power, cooling, or compute 
infrastructure at the data center. 

(C) The total average annual power use, in 
kilowatts, for each such data center. 

(D) The number of data centers that meas-
ure power usage effectiveness and for each 
such data center, the power usage effective-
ness for the center. 

(E) The number of data centers that meas-
ure water usage effectiveness and, for each 
such data center, the water usage effective-
ness for the center. 

(F) A description of any other existing en-
ergy efficiency or efficient water usage 
metrics used by any data center and the ap-
plicable measurements for any such center. 

(G) An assessment of the facility resiliency 
of each data center, including redundant 
power and cooling facility infrastructure. 

(H) Any other matters the Secretary deter-
mines are relevant. 

(c) REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the completion of the inventory re-
quired under subsection (b), the Secretary of 
Defense shall submit to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives a report on the inventory 
and the energy efficiency and resiliency tar-
gets under section 2921(a) of title 10, United 
States Code, as added by subsection (a). 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report under paragraph 
(1) shall include each of the following: 

(A) A timeline of necessary actions re-
quired to meet the energy efficiency and re-
siliency targets for covered data centers 
under section 2921(a) of title 10, United 
States Code, as added by subsection (a). 

(B) The estimated costs associated with 
meeting such targets. 

(C) An assessment of the business case for 
meeting such targets, including any esti-
mated savings in operational energy and 
water costs and estimated reduction in en-
ergy and water usage if the targets are met. 
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(D) An inventory of any data centers for 

which meeting such targets could more effi-
ciently be achieved by transferring the work-
loads of such centers to private facilities, 
and a business case for meeting such targets 
in that manner. 

(E) An analysis of any statutory, regu-
latory, or policy barriers to meeting such 
targets identified under section 2921(a)(E) of 
title 10, United States Code, as added by sub-
section (a). 

(d) DATA CENTER DEFINED.—In this section, 
the term ‘‘data center’’ has the meaning 
given such term in the most recent Inte-
grated Data Collection guidance of the Office 
of Management and Budget. 

SA 4124. Mr. KING submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. lll. FLIGHT INSTRUCTION OR TESTING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—An authorized flight in-
structor providing student instruction, flight 
instruction, or flight training shall not be 
deemed to be operating an aircraft carrying 
persons or property for compensation or 
hire. 

(b) AUTHORIZED ADDITIONAL PILOTS.—An 
individual acting as an authorized additional 
pilot during Phase I flight testing of aircraft 
holding an experimental airworthiness cer-
tificate, in accordance with section 21.191 of 
title 14, Code of Federal Regulations, and 
meeting the requirements set forth in Fed-
eral Aviation Administration regulations 
and policy in effect as of the date of enact-
ment of this section, shall not be deemed to 
be operating an aircraft carrying persons or 
property for compensation or hire. 

(c) USE OF AIRCRAFT.—An individual who 
uses, causes to use, or authorizes to use air-
craft for flights conducted under subsection 
(a) or (b) shall not be deemed to be operating 
an aircraft carrying persons or property for 
compensation or hire. 

(d) REVISION OF RULES.—The requirements 
of this section shall become effective upon 
the date of enactment. The Administrator of 
the Federal Aviation Administration shall 
issue, revise, or repeal the rules, regulations, 
guidance, or procedures of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration to conform to the re-
quirements of this section. 

SA 4125. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 
to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1224. MODIFICATION OF ESTABLISHMENT 
OF COORDINATOR FOR DETAINED 
ISIS MEMBERS AND RELEVANT DIS-
PLACED POPULATIONS IN SYRIA. 

Section 1224 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2020 (Public 
Law 116–92; 133 Stat. 1642) is amended— 

(a) by striking subsection (a); 
(b) by amending subsection (b) to read as 

follows: 
‘‘(a) DESIGNATION.—The President, in con-

sultation with the Secretary of Defense, the 
Secretary of State, the Director of National 
Intelligence, the Secretary of the Treasury, 
the Administrator of the United States 
Agency for International Development, and 
the Attorney General, shall designate an ex-
isting official to serve within the executive 
branch as senior-level coordinator to coordi-
nate, in conjunction with other relevant 
agencies, all matters related to ISIS mem-
bers who are in the custody of the Syrian 
Democratic Forces and other relevant dis-
placed populations in Syria, including— 

‘‘(1) the long-term disposition of such indi-
viduals, including in all matters related to— 

‘‘(A) repatriation, transfer, prosecution, 
and intelligence-gathering; 

‘‘(B) all multilateral and international en-
gagements led by the Department of State 
and other agencies that are related to the 
current and future handling, detention, and 
prosecution of such ISIS members, including 
such engagements with the International 
Criminal Police Organization; and 

‘‘(C) the coordination of the provision of 
technical and evidentiary assistance to for-
eign countries to aid in the successful pros-
ecution of such ISIS members, as appro-
priate, in accordance with international hu-
manitarian law and other internationally 
recognized human rights and rule of law 
standards; 

‘‘(2) all multilateral and international en-
gagements related to humanitarian access 
and provision of basic services to, and free-
dom of movement and security and safe re-
turn of, internally displaced persons and ref-
ugees at camps or facilities in Syria that 
hold family members of such ISIS members; 

‘‘(3) coordination with relevant agencies on 
matters described in this section; and 

‘‘(4) any other matter the Secretary of 
State considers relevant.’’; 

(c) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (b)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (a)’’; 

(d) by amending subsection (d) to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(d) ANNUAL REPORT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and not less frequently than once each year 
thereafter through January 31, 2024, the Co-
ordinator, in coordination with the relevant 
agencies, shall submit to the appropriate 
committees of Congress a detailed report 
that includes the following: 

‘‘(A) A detailed description of the facilities 
where detained ISIS members described in 
paragraph (1) are being held, including secu-
rity and management of such facilities and 
adherence to international humanitarian law 
standards. 

‘‘(B) A description of all multilateral and 
international engagements related to hu-
manitarian access and provision of basic 
services to, and freedom of movement and 
security and safe return of, internally dis-
placed persons and refugees at camps or fa-
cilities in Iraq, Syria, and any other area af-
fected by ISIS activity, including a descrip-
tion of— 

‘‘(i) support for efforts by the Syrian 
Democratic Forces’ to facilitate the return 
of refugees from Iraq and Syria; 

‘‘(ii) repatriation efforts with respect to 
displaced women and children; 

‘‘(iii) any current or future potential 
threat to United States national security in-

terests posed by detained ISIS members, in-
cluding an analysis of the Al-Hol camp and 
annexes; and 

‘‘(iv) United States Government plans and 
strategies to respond to any threat identified 
under clause (iii). 

‘‘(C) An analysis of all United States ef-
forts to prosecute detained ISIS members 
and the outcomes of such efforts. Any infor-
mation, the disclosure of which may violate 
Department of Justice policy or law, relating 
to a prosecution or investigation may be 
withheld from a report under this sub-
section. 

‘‘(D) A detailed description of any option 
to expedite prosecution of any detained ISIS 
member, including in a court of competent 
jurisdiction outside of the United States. 

‘‘(E) An analysis of factors on the ground 
in Syria and Iraq that may result in the un-
intended release of detained ISIS members, 
and an assessment of any measures available 
to mitigate such releases. 

‘‘(F) A detailed description of efforts to co-
ordinate the disposition and security of de-
tained ISIS members with other countries 
and international organizations, including 
the International Criminal Police Organiza-
tion, to ensure secure chains of custody and 
locations of such ISIS members. 

‘‘(G) An analysis of the manner in which 
the United States Government commu-
nicates on such proposals and efforts to the 
families of United States citizens believed to 
be a victim of a criminal act by a detained 
ISIS member. 

‘‘(H) An analysis of all efforts between the 
United States and partner countries within 
the Global Coalition to Defeat ISIS or other 
countries to share intelligence or evidence 
that may aid in the prosecution of ISIS 
members, and any legal obstacles that may 
hinder such efforts. 

‘‘(I) Any other matter the Coordinator con-
siders appropriate. 

‘‘(2) FORM.—The report under paragraph (1) 
shall be submitted in unclassified form, but 
may include a classified annex.’’; 

(e) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘January 
31, 2021’’ and inserting ‘‘January 31, 2024’’; 

(f) in subsection (f)— 
(1) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-

graph (3); 
(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-

lowing new paragraph (2): 
‘‘(2) COORDINATOR.—The term ‘Coordinator’ 

means the individual designated under sub-
section (a).’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(4) RELEVANT AGENCIES.—The term ‘rel-
evant agencies’ means— 

‘‘(A) the Department of State; 
‘‘(B) the Department of Defense; 
‘‘(C) the Department of the Treasury; 
‘‘(D) the Department of Justice; 
‘‘(E) the United States Agency for Inter-

national Development; 
‘‘(F) the Office of the Director of National 

Intelligence; and 
‘‘(G) any other agency the President con-

siders relevant.’’; and 
(g) by redesignating subsections (c) 

through (f) as subsections (b) through (e), re-
spectively. 

SA 4126. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 
to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
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year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title III, add the 
following: 
SEC. 356. MODIFICATION OF REQUIREMENTS FOR 

DISPOSAL OF MATERIALS CON-
TAINING PERFLUOROALKYL SUB-
STANCES, POLYFLUOROALKYL SUB-
STANCES, OR AQUEOUS FILM FORM-
ING FOAM. 

Section 330 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2020 (Public 
Law 116–92; 10 U.S.C. 2701 note) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘; or’’ and 

inserting a semicolon; 
(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘; or’’ and 

inserting a semicolon; 
(C) in paragraph (3), by striking the period 

at the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 
(D) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
‘‘(4) have been sent to another entity or en-

tities for disposal, including a waste proc-
essing facility, subcontractor, or fuel blend-
ing facility.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsections: 

‘‘(c) REPORT.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2022, and annually thereafter, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to the Admin-
istrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency and the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives a report on all incineration by 
the Department of Defense of materials cov-
ered by subsection (b) during the one-year 
period preceding the submittal of the report, 
including— 

‘‘(1) the total amount of materials inciner-
ated; 

‘‘(2) the temperature range at which the 
materials were incinerated; 

‘‘(3) the locations and facilities where the 
covered materials were incinerated; 

‘‘(4) details on actions taken by the Sec-
retary to comply with this section; and 

‘‘(5) details on actions taken by the De-
partment of Defense to implement the rec-
ommendations contained in the revised in-
terim guidance on the destruction and dis-
posal of PFAS and materials containing 
PFAS published by the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency under sec-
tion 7361 of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2020 (15 U.S.C. 8961), 
including the recommendation for safe stor-
age of PFAS and materials containing PFAS 
until identified uncertainties are addressed 
and appropriate destruction and disposal 
technologies can be recommended. 

‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) AFFF.—The term ‘AFFF’ means aque-

ous film forming foam. 
‘‘(2) PFAS.—The term ‘PFAS’ means 

perfluoroalkyl substances or polyfluoroalkyl 
substances.’’. 

SA 4127. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 
to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title III, add the 
following: 

SEC. 356. MORATORIUM ON INCINERATION BY 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE OF 
PERFLUOROALKYL SUBSTANCES, 
POLYFLUOROALKYL SUBSTANCES, 
AND AQUEOUS FILM FORMING 
FOAM. 

Beginning on the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary of Defense shall not 
incinerate materials containing 
perfluoroalkyl substances, polyfluoroalkyl 
substances, or aqueous film forming foam 
until regulations have been prescribed by the 
Secretary that— 

(1) implement the requirements of section 
330 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2020 (Public Law 116–92; 
10 U.S.C. 2701 note); and 

(2) take into consideration the interim 
guidance published by the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency under 
section 7361 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2020 (15 U.S.C. 
8961). 

SA 4128. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 
to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 1216. ADDITIONAL VISAS UNDER AFGHAN 

SPECIAL IMMIGRANT VISA PRO-
GRAM. 

Section 602(b)(3)(F) of the Afghan Allies 
Protection Act of 2009 (Public Law 111–8; 8 
U.S.C. 1101 note) is amended, in the matter 
preceding clause (i), by striking ‘‘34,500’’ and 
inserting ‘‘38,500’’. 

SA 4129. Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself 
and Mr. PORTMAN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3867 submitted by Mr. 
REED and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2022 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

Subtitle llCombating Synthetic Drugs 
SEC. l01. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Fight-
ing Emerging Narcotics Through Additional 
Nations to Yield Lasting Results Act’’ or 
‘‘FENTANYL Results Act’’. 
SEC. l02. PRIORITIZATION OF EFFORTS OF THE 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE TO COMBAT 
INTERNATIONAL TRAFFICKING IN 
COVERED SYNTHETIC DRUGS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of State 
shall prioritize efforts of the Department of 
State to combat international trafficking in 
covered synthetic drugs by carrying out pro-
grams and activities to include the fol-
lowing: 

(1) Supporting increased data collection by 
the United States and foreign countries 
through increased drug use surveys among 
populations, increased use of wastewater 

testing where appropriate, and multilateral 
sharing of that data. 

(2) Engaging in increased consultation and 
partnership with international drug agen-
cies, including the European Monitoring 
Centre for Drugs and Drug Addiction, and 
regulatory agencies in foreign countries. 

(3) Carrying out the program to provide as-
sistance to build the capacity of foreign law 
enforcement agencies with respect to cov-
ered synthetic drugs, as required by section 
l03. 

(4) Carrying out exchange programs for 
governmental and nongovernmental per-
sonnel in the United States and in foreign 
countries to provide educational and profes-
sional development on demand reduction 
matters relating to the illicit use of nar-
cotics and other drugs, as required by sec-
tion l04. 

(b) REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of State shall submit to the 
appropriate congressional committees a re-
port on the implementation of this section. 

(2) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term 
‘‘appropriate congressional committees’’ 
means— 

(A) the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and the Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives. 
SEC. l03. PROGRAM TO PROVIDE ASSISTANCE 

TO BUILD THE CAPACITY OF FOR-
EIGN LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES 
WITH RESPECT TO COVERED SYN-
THETIC DRUGS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 
660 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 
U.S.C. 2420), the Secretary of State shall es-
tablish a program to provide assistance to 
build the capacity of law enforcement agen-
cies of the countries described in subsection 
(c) to help such agencies to identify, track, 
and improve their forensics detection capa-
bilities with respect to covered synthetic 
drugs. 

(b) PRIORITY.—The Secretary of State shall 
prioritize assistance under subsection (a) 
among those countries described in sub-
section (c) in which such assistance would 
have the most impact in reducing illicit use 
of covered synthetic drugs in the United 
States. 

(c) COUNTRIES DESCRIBED.—The foreign 
countries described in this subsection are— 

(1) countries that are producers of covered 
synthetic drugs; 

(2) countries whose pharmaceutical and 
chemical industries are known to be ex-
ploited for development or procurement of 
precursors of covered synthetic drugs; or 

(3) major drug-transit countries as defined 
by the President. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section $4,000,000 
for each of the fiscal years 2022 through 2026. 
Such amounts shall be in addition to 
amounts otherwise available for such pur-
poses. 
SEC. l04. EXCHANGE PROGRAM FOR GOVERN-

MENTAL AND NONGOVERNMENTAL 
PERSONNEL TO PROVIDE EDU-
CATIONAL AND PROFESSIONAL DE-
VELOPMENT ON DEMAND REDUC-
TION MATTERS RELATING TO IL-
LICIT USE OF NARCOTICS AND 
OTHER DRUGS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of State 
shall establish or continue and strengthen, 
as appropriate, an exchange program for gov-
ernmental and nongovernmental personnel 
in the United States and in foreign countries 
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to provide educational and professional de-
velopment on demand reduction matters re-
lating to the illicit use of narcotics and 
other drugs. 

(b) PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS.—The program 
required by subsection (a)— 

(1) shall be limited to individuals who have 
expertise and experience in matters de-
scribed in subsection (a); 

(2) in the case of inbound exchanges, may 
be carried out as part of exchange programs 
and international visitor programs adminis-
tered by the Bureau of Educational and Cul-
tural Affairs of the Department of State, in-
cluding the International Visitor Leadership 
Program, in consultation or coordination 
with the Bureau of International Narcotics 
and Law Enforcement Affairs; and 

(3) shall include outbound exchanges for 
governmental or nongovernmental personnel 
in the United States. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF ADDITIONAL APPRO-
PRIATIONS.—There is authorized to be appro-
priated to the Secretary to carry out this 
section $1,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2022 
through 2026. Such amounts shall be in addi-
tion to amounts otherwise available for such 
purposes. 
SEC. l05. AMENDMENTS TO INTERNATIONAL 

NARCOTICS CONTROL PROGRAM. 
(a) INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS CONTROL 

STRATEGY REPORT.—Section 489(a) of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 
2291h(a)) is amended by inserting after para-
graph (9) the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(10) SYNTHETIC OPIOIDS AND NEW 
PSYCHOACTIVE SUBSTANCES.— 

‘‘(A) SYNTHETIC OPIOIDS.—Information that 
contains an assessment of the countries sig-
nificantly involved in the manufacture, pro-
duction, or transshipment of synthetic 
opioids, including fentanyl and fentanyl ana-
logues, to include the following: 

‘‘(i) The scale of legal domestic production 
and any available information on the num-
ber of manufacturers and producers of such 
opioids in such countries. 

‘‘(ii) Information on any law enforcement 
assessments of the scale of illegal produc-
tion, including a description of the capacity 
of illegal laboratories to produce such 
opioids. 

‘‘(iii) The types of inputs used and a de-
scription of the primary methods of syn-
thesis employed by illegal producers of such 
opioids. 

‘‘(iv) An assessment of the policies of such 
countries to regulate licit manufacture and 
interdict illicit manufacture, diversion, dis-
tribution, and shipment of such opioids and 
an assessment of the effectiveness of the 
policies’ implementation. 

‘‘(B) NEW PSYCHOACTIVE SUBSTANCES.—In-
formation on, to the extent practicable, any 
policies of responding to new psychoactive 
substances (as such term is defined in sec-
tion l07 of the FENTANYL Results Act), to 
include the following: 

‘‘(i) Which governments have articulated 
policies on scheduling of such substances. 

‘‘(ii) Any data on impacts of such policies 
and other responses to such substances. 

‘‘(iii) An assessment of any policies the 
United States could adopt to improve its re-
sponse to new psychoactive substances.’’. 

(b) DEFINITION OF MAJOR ILLICIT DRUG PRO-
DUCING COUNTRY.—Section 481(e) of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2291(e)) 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘means a country in 

which—’’ and inserting the following: 
‘‘means— 

‘‘(A) a country in which—’’; 
(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (A), 

(B), and (C) as clauses (i), (ii), and (iii), re-
spectively, and moving such clauses, as so 
redesignated, two ems to the right; 

(C) in subparagraph (A)(iii), as redesig-
nated by this paragraph, by striking the 
semicolon at the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; 
and 

(D) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(B) a country which is a significant direct 
source of illicit narcotic or psychotropic 
drugs or other controlled substances signifi-
cantly affecting the United States;’’; and 

(2) by amending paragraph (5) to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(5) the term ‘major drug-transit country’ 
means a country through which are trans-
ported illicit narcotic or psychotropic drugs 
or other controlled substances significantly 
affecting the United States.’’. 
SEC. l06. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 
(1) the President should direct the United 

States Representative to the United Nations 
to use the voice and vote of the United 
States at the United Nations to advocate for 
more transparent assessments of countries 
by the International Narcotics Control 
Board; and 

(2) bilateral, plurilateral, and multilateral 
international cooperation is essential to 
combating the trafficking of covered syn-
thetic drugs. 
SEC. l07. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle: 
(1) The term ‘‘covered synthetic drug’’ 

means— 
(A) a synthetic controlled substance (as de-

fined in section 102(6) of the Controlled Sub-
stances Act (21 U.S.C. 802(6))), including 
fentanyl or a fentanyl analogue; or 

(B) a new psychoactive substance. 
(2) The term ‘‘new psychoactive substance’’ 

means a substance of abuse, or any prepara-
tion thereof, that— 

(A) is not— 
(i) included in any schedule as a controlled 

substance under the Controlled Substances 
Act (21 U.S.C. 801 et seq.); or 

(ii) controlled by the Single Convention on 
Narcotic Drugs, done at New York March 30, 
1961, or the Convention on Psychotropic Sub-
stances, done at Vienna February 21, 1971; 

(B) is new or has reemerged on the illicit 
market; and 

(C) poses a threat to the public health and 
safety. 

SA 4130. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 
to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of title VII, add the following: 
Subtitle D—Documentation and Testing of 

Exposure to Perfluoroalkyl and 
Polyfluoroalkyl Substances 

SEC. 761. INCLUSION OF EXPOSURE TO 
PERFLUOROALKYL AND 
POLYFLUOROALKYL SUBSTANCES 
AS PART OF PERIODIC HEALTH AS-
SESSMENTS. 

(a) PERIODIC HEALTH ASSESSMENT.—The 
Secretary of Defense shall ensure that any 
periodic health assessment provided to a 
member of the Armed Forces includes an 
evaluation of whether the member has 
been— 

(1) based or stationed at a military instal-
lation identified by the Department of De-

fense as a location with a known or sus-
pected release of perfluoroalkyl substances 
or polyfluoroalkyl substances during the pe-
riod in which the member was based or sta-
tioned at the military installation; or 

(2) exposed to such substances, including 
by evaluating any information in the health 
record of the member. 

(b) SEPARATION HISTORY AND PHYSICAL EX-
AMINATIONS.—Section 1145(a)(5) of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(D) The Secretary concerned shall ensure 
that each physical examination of a member 
under subparagraph (A) includes an assess-
ment of whether the member was— 

‘‘(i) based or stationed at a military instal-
lation identified by the Department as a lo-
cation with a known or suspected release of 
perfluoroalkyl substances or polyfluoroalkyl 
substances during the period in which the 
member was based or stationed at the mili-
tary installation; or 

‘‘(ii) exposed to such substances, including 
by assessing any information in the health 
record of the member.’’. 

(c) DEPLOYMENT ASSESSMENTS.—Section 
1074f(b)(2) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(E) An assessment of whether the member 
was— 

‘‘(i) based or stationed at a military instal-
lation identified by the Department as a lo-
cation with a known or suspected release of 
perfluoroalkyl substances or polyfluoroalkyl 
substances during the period in which the 
member was based or stationed at the mili-
tary installation; or 

‘‘(ii) exposed to such substances, including 
by assessing any information in the health 
record of the member.’’. 
SEC. 762. PROVISION OF BLOOD TESTING FOR 

MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES, 
FORMER MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES, AND THEIR FAMILIES TO 
DETERMINE EXPOSURE TO 
PERFLUOROALKYL SUBSTANCES OR 
POLYFLUOROALKYL SUBSTANCES. 

(a) MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—If a covered evaluation of 

a member of the Armed Forces results in a 
positive determination of potential exposure 
to perfluoroalkyl substances or 
polyfluoroalkyl substances, the Secretary of 
Defense shall provide to that member, during 
that covered evaluation, blood testing to de-
termine and document potential exposure to 
such substances. 

(2) INCLUSION IN HEALTH RECORD.—The re-
sults of blood testing of a member of the 
Armed Forces conducted under paragraph (1) 
shall be included in the health record of the 
member. 

(b) FORMER MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES AND FAMILY MEMBERS.—The Sec-
retary shall pay for blood testing to deter-
mine and document potential exposure to 
perfluoroalkyl substances or polyfluoroalkyl 
substances for any covered individual, at the 
election of the individual, either through the 
TRICARE program for individuals otherwise 
eligible for such program or through the use 
of vouchers to obtain such testing. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) COVERED EVALUATION.—The term ‘‘cov-

ered evaluation’’ means— 
(A) a periodic health assessment conducted 

in accordance with section 761(a); 
(B) a separation history and physical ex-

amination conducted under section 1145(a)(5) 
of title 10, United States Code, as amended 
by section 761(b); and 

(C) a deployment assessment conducted 
under section 1074f(b)(2) of such title, as 
amended by section 761(c). 

(2) COVERED INDIVIDUAL.—The term ‘‘cov-
ered individual’’ means a former member of 
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the Armed Forces or a family member of a 
member or former member of the Armed 
Forces who lived at a location (or the sur-
rounding area of such a location) identified 
by the Department of Defense as a location 
with a known or suspected release of 
perfluoroalkyl substances or polyfluoroalkyl 
substances during the period in which the in-
dividual lived at that location (or sur-
rounding area). 

(3) TRICARE PROGRAM.—The term 
‘‘TRICARE program’’ has the meaning given 
that term in section 1072(7) of title 10, United 
States Code. 
SEC. 763. DOCUMENTATION OF EXPOSURE TO 

PERFLUOROALKYL SUBSTANCES OR 
POLYFLUOROALKYL SUBSTANCES. 

(a) SHARING OF INFORMATION.—The Sec-
retary of Defense and the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs shall enter into a memorandum 
of understanding providing for the sharing 
by the Department of Defense with the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs of the results 
of covered evaluations regarding the expo-
sure by a member of the Armed Forces to 
perfluoroalkyl substances or polyfluoroalkyl 
substances. 

(b) REGISTRY.— 
(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of De-

fense shall establish a registry of members of 
the Armed Forces who have been exposed to, 
or are suspected to have been exposed to, 
perfluoroalkyl substances or polyfluoroalkyl 
substances. 

(2) INCLUSION IN REGISTRY.—The Secretary 
shall include a member of the Armed Forces 
in the registry established under paragraph 
(1) if a covered evaluation of the member es-
tablishes that the member— 

(A) was based or stationed at a location 
identified by the Department of Defense as a 
location with a known or suspected release 
of perfluoroalkyl substances or 
polyfluoroalkyl substances during the period 
in which the member was based or stationed 
at the location; or 

(B) was exposed to such substances. 
(3) BLOOD TESTING.—The results of any 

blood test conducted under section 4(a) shall 
be included in the registry established under 
paragraph (1) for any member of the Armed 
Forces included in the registry. 

(4) ELECTION.—A member of the Armed 
Forces may elect not to be included in the 
registry established under paragraph (1). 

(c) PROVISION OF INFORMATION.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall provide to a member 
of the Armed Forces more information on 
perfluoroalkyl substances and 
polyfluoroalkyl substances and the potential 
impact of exposure to such substances if a 
covered evaluation of such member estab-
lishes that the member— 

(1) was based or stationed at a location 
identified by the Department of Defense as a 
location with a known or suspected release 
of perfluoroalkyl substances or 
polyfluoroalkyl substances during the period 
in which the member was based or stationed 
at the location; or 

(2) was exposed to such substances. 
(d) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 

this section may be construed to preclude 
eligibility of a veteran for benefits under the 
laws administered by the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs by reason of the exposure of the 
veteran to perfluoroalkyl substances or 
polyfluoroalkyl substances not being re-
corded in a covered evaluation. 

(e) COVERED EVALUATION DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term ‘‘covered evaluation’’ 
means— 

(1) a periodic health assessment conducted 
in accordance with section 761(a); 

(2) a separation history and physical exam-
ination conducted under section 1145(a)(5) of 
title 10, United States Code, as amended by 
section 761(b); and 

(3) a deployment assessment conducted 
under section 1074f(b)(2) of such title, as 
amended by section 761(c). 

SA 4131. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3867 submitted by 
Mr. REED and intended to be proposed 
to the bill H.R. 4350, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2022 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title X, insert 
the following: 
Subtitle llHomeland Procurement Reform 

Act 
SEC. ll01. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Home-
land Procurement Reform Act’’ or the 
‘‘HOPR Act’’. 
SEC. ll02. REQUIREMENTS TO BUY CERTAIN 

ITEMS RELATED TO NATIONAL SE-
CURITY INTERESTS ACCORDING TO 
CERTAIN CRITERIA. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle D of title VIII of 
the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 
391 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
‘‘SEC. 836. REQUIREMENTS TO BUY CERTAIN 

ITEMS RELATED TO NATIONAL SE-
CURITY INTERESTS. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) COVERED ITEM.—The term ‘covered 

item’ means any of the following: 
‘‘(A) Footwear provided as part of a uni-

form. 
‘‘(B) Uniforms. 
‘‘(C) Holsters and tactical pouches. 
‘‘(D) Patches, insignia, and embellish-

ments. 
‘‘(E) Chemical, biological, radiological, and 

nuclear protective gear. 
‘‘(F) Body armor components intended to 

provide ballistic protection for an individual, 
consisting of 1 or more of the following: 

‘‘(i) Soft ballistic panels. 
‘‘(ii) Hard ballistic plates. 
‘‘(iii) Concealed armor carriers worn under 

a uniform. 
‘‘(iv) External armor carriers worn over a 

uniform. 
‘‘(G) Any other item as determined appro-

priate by the Secretary. 
‘‘(2) FRONTLINE OPERATIONAL COMPONENT.— 

The term ‘frontline operational component’ 
means any of the following organizations of 
the Department: 

‘‘(A) U.S. Customs and Border Protection. 
‘‘(B) U.S. Immigration and Customs En-

forcement. 
‘‘(C) The United States Secret Service. 
‘‘(D) The Transportation Security Admin-

istration. 
‘‘(E) The Coast Guard. 
‘‘(F) The Federal Protective Service. 
‘‘(G) The Federal Emergency Management 

Agency. 
‘‘(H) The Federal Law Enforcement Train-

ing Centers. 
‘‘(I) The Cybersecurity and Infrastructure 

Security Agency. 
‘‘(b) REQUIREMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall en-

sure that any procurement of a covered item 
for a frontline operational component meets 
the following criteria: 

‘‘(A) To the maximum extent possible, not 
less than one-third of funds obligated in a 
specific fiscal year for the procurement of 
such covered items shall be covered items 

that are manufactured in the United States 
by entities that qualify as small business 
concerns, as defined in section 3 of the Small 
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 632). 

‘‘(B) Each contractor with respect to the 
procurement of such a covered item, includ-
ing the end-item manufacturer of such a cov-
ered item— 

‘‘(i) is an entity registered with the Sys-
tem for Award Management (or successor 
system) administered by the General Serv-
ices Administration; and 

‘‘(ii) is in compliance with ISO 9001:2015 of 
the International Organization for Standard-
ization (or successor standard) or a standard 
determined appropriate by the Secretary to 
ensure the quality of products and adherence 
to applicable statutory and regulatory re-
quirements. 

‘‘(C) Each supplier of such a covered item 
with an insignia (such as any patch, badge, 
or emblem) and each supplier of such an in-
signia, if such covered item with such insig-
nia or such insignia, as the case may be, is 
not produced, applied, or assembled in the 
United States, shall— 

‘‘(i) store such covered item with such in-
signia or such insignia in a locked area; 

‘‘(ii) report any pilferage or theft of such 
covered item with such insignia or such in-
signia occurring at any stage before delivery 
of such covered item with such insignia or 
such insignia; and 

‘‘(iii) destroy any such defective or unus-
able covered item with insignia or insignia 
in a manner established by the Secretary, 
and maintain records, for three years after 
the creation of such records, of such destruc-
tion that include the date of such destruc-
tion, a description of the covered item with 
insignia or insignia destroyed, the quantity 
of the covered item with insignia or insignia 
destroyed, and the method of destruction. 

‘‘(2) WAIVER.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a national 

emergency declared by the President under 
the National Emergencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1601 
et seq.) or a major disaster declared by the 
President under section 401 of the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5170), the Secretary 
may waive a requirement in subparagraph 
(A), (B) or (C) of paragraph (1) if the Sec-
retary determines there is an insufficient 
supply of a covered item that meets the re-
quirement. 

‘‘(B) NOTICE.—Not later than 60 days after 
the date on which the Secretary determines 
a waiver under subparagraph (A) is nec-
essary, the Secretary shall provide to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs and the Committee on Ap-
propriations of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security, the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Reform, and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives notice of such determina-
tion, which shall include— 

‘‘(i) identification of the national emer-
gency or major disaster declared by the 
President; 

‘‘(ii) identification of the covered item for 
which the Secretary intends to issue the 
waiver; and 

‘‘(iii) a description of the demand for the 
covered item and corresponding lack of sup-
ply from contractors able to meet the cri-
teria described in subparagraph (B) or (C) of 
paragraph (1). 

‘‘(c) PRICING.—The Secretary shall ensure 
that covered items are purchased at a fair 
and reasonable price, consistent with the 
procedures and guidelines specified in the 
Federal Acquisition Regulation. 
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‘‘(d) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this section and an-
nually thereafter, the Secretary shall pro-
vide to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity, the Committee on Oversight and Re-
form, and the Committee on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives, and the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs and the Committee on Ap-
propriations of the Senate a briefing on in-
stances in which vendors have failed to meet 
deadlines for delivery of covered items and 
corrective actions taken by the Department 
in response to such instances. 

‘‘(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section applies 
with respect to a contract entered into by 
the Department or any frontline operational 
component on or after the date that is 180 
days after the date of enactment of this sec-
tion.’’. 

(b) STUDY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Homeland Security shall sub-
mit to the Committee on Homeland Security 
and Governmental Affairs of the Senate and 
the Committee on Homeland Security of the 
House of Representatives a study of the ade-
quacy of uniform allowances provided to em-
ployees of frontline operational components 
(as defined in section 836 of the Homeland 
Security Act of 2002, as added by subsection 
(a)). 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The study conducted 
under paragraph (1) shall— 

(A) be informed by a Department-wide sur-
vey of employees from across the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security who receive uni-
form allowances that seeks to ascertain 
what, if any, improvements could be made to 
the current uniform allowances and what, if 
any, impacts current allowances have had on 
employee morale and retention; 

(B) assess the adequacy of the most recent 
increase made to the uniform allowance for 
first year employees; and 

(C) consider increasing by 50 percent, at 
minimum, the annual allowance for all other 
employees. 

(c) ADDITIONAL REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Homeland Security shall pro-
vide a report with recommendations on how 
the Department of Homeland Security could 
procure additional items from domestic 
sources and bolster the domestic supply 
chain for items related to national security 
to— 

(A) the Committee on Homeland Security 
and Governmental Affairs and the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Homeland Security, 
the Committee on Oversight and Reform, 
and the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report required under 
paragraph (1) shall include— 

(A) a review of the compliance of the De-
partment of Homeland Security with the re-
quirements under section 604 of title VI of di-
vision A of the American Recovery and Rein-
vestment Act of 2009 (6 U.S.C. 453b) to buy 
certain items related to national security in-
terests from sources in the United States; 
and 

(B) an assessment of the capacity of the 
Department of Homeland Security to pro-
cure the following items from domestic 
sources: 

(i) Personal protective equipment and 
other items necessary to respond to a pan-
demic such as that caused by COVID–19. 

(ii) Helmets that provide ballistic protec-
tion and other head protection and compo-
nents. 

(iii) Rain gear, cold weather gear, and 
other environmental and flame resistant 
clothing. 

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents in section 1(b) of the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 (Public Law 107–296; 116 
Stat. 2135) is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 835 the following: 
‘‘Sec. 836. Requirements to buy certain 

items related to national secu-
rity interests.’’. 

SA 4132. Mr. SCHUMER (for Mr. 
MENENDEZ) proposed an amendment to 
the bill S. 1064, to advance the stra-
tegic alignment of United States diplo-
matic tools toward the realization of 
free, fair, and transparent elections in 
Nicaragua and to reaffirm the commit-
ment of the United States to protect 
the fundamental freedoms and human 
rights of the people of Nicaragua, and 
for other purposes; as follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Reinforcing Nicaragua’s Adherence to 
Conditions for Electoral Reform Act of 2021’’ 
or the ‘‘RENACER Act’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Sense of Congress. 
Sec. 3. Review of participation of Nicaragua 

in Dominican Republic-Central 
America-United States Free 
Trade Agreement. 

Sec. 4. Restrictions on international finan-
cial institutions relating to 
Nicaragua. 

Sec. 5. Targeted sanctions to advance demo-
cratic elections. 

Sec. 6. Developing and implementing a co-
ordinated sanctions strategy 
with diplomatic partners. 

Sec. 7. Inclusion of Nicaragua in list of 
countries subject to certain 
sanctions relating to corrup-
tion. 

Sec. 8. Classified report on the involvement 
of Ortega family members and 
Nicaraguan government offi-
cials in corruption. 

Sec. 9. Classified report on the activities of 
the Russian Federation in Nica-
ragua. 

Sec. 10. Report on certain purchases by and 
agreements entered into by 
Government of Nicaragua relat-
ing to military or intelligence 
sector of Nicaragua. 

Sec. 11. Report on human rights abuses in 
Nicaragua. 

Sec. 12. Supporting independent news media 
and freedom of information in 
Nicaragua. 

Sec. 13. Amendment to short title of Public 
Law 115–335. 

Sec. 14. Definition. 
SEC. 2. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 
(1) ongoing efforts by the government of 

President Daniel Ortega in Nicaragua to sup-
press the voice and actions of political oppo-
nents through intimidation and unlawful de-
tainment, civil society, and independent 
news media violate the fundamental free-
doms and basic human rights of the people of 
Nicaragua; 

(2) Congress unequivocally condemns the 
politically motivated and unlawful detention 
of presidential candidates Cristiana 
Chamorro, Arturo Cruz, Felix Maradiaga, 
and Juan Sebastian Chamorro; 

(3) Congress unequivocally condemns the 
passage of the Foreign Agents Regulation 
Law, the Special Cybercrimes Law, the Self- 
Determination Law, and the Consumer Pro-
tection Law by the National Assembly of 
Nicaragua, which represent clear attempts 
by the Ortega government to curtail the fun-
damental freedoms and basic human rights 
of the people of Nicaragua; 

(4) Congress recognizes that free, fair, and 
transparent elections predicated on robust 
reform measures and the presence of domes-
tic and international observers represent the 
best opportunity for the people of Nicaragua 
to restore democracy and reach a peaceful 
solution to the political and social crisis in 
Nicaragua; 

(5) the United States recognizes the right 
of the people of Nicaragua to freely deter-
mine their own political future as vital to 
ensuring the sustainable restoration of de-
mocracy in their country; 

(6) the United States should align the use 
of diplomatic engagement and all other for-
eign policy tools, including the use of tar-
geted sanctions, in support of efforts by 
democratic political actors and civil society 
in Nicaragua to advance the necessary condi-
tions for free, fair, and transparent elections 
in Nicaragua; 

(7) the United States, in order to maximize 
the effectiveness of efforts described in para-
graph (6), should— 

(A) coordinate with diplomatic partners, 
including the Government of Canada, the Eu-
ropean Union, and partners in Latin America 
and the Caribbean; 

(B) advance diplomatic initiatives in con-
sultation with the Organization of American 
States and the United Nations; and 

(C) thoroughly investigate the assets and 
holdings of the Nicaraguan Armed Forces in 
the United States and consider appropriate 
actions to hold such forces accountable for 
gross violations of human rights; and 

(8) pursuant to section 6(b) of the Nica-
ragua Investment Conditionality Act of 2018, 
the President should waive the application of 
restrictions under section 4 of that Act and 
the sanctions under section 5 of that Act if 
the Secretary of State certifies that the Gov-
ernment of Nicaragua is taking the steps 
identified in section 6(a) of that Act, includ-
ing taking steps to ‘‘to hold free and fair 
elections overseen by credible domestic and 
international observers’’. 

SEC. 3. REVIEW OF PARTICIPATION OF NICA-
RAGUA IN DOMINICAN REPUBLIC- 
CENTRAL AMERICA-UNITED STATES 
FREE TRADE AGREEMENT. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) On November 27, 2018, the President 
signed Executive Order 13851 (50 U.S.C. 1701 
note; relating to blocking property of certain 
persons contributing to the situation in 
Nicaragua), which stated that ‘‘the situation 
in Nicaragua, including the violent response 
by the Government of Nicaragua to the pro-
tests that began on April 18, 2018, and the Or-
tega regime’s systematic dismantling and 
undermining of democratic institutions and 
the rule of law, its use of indiscriminate vio-
lence and repressive tactics against civil-
ians, as well as its corruption leading to the 
destabilization of Nicaragua’s economy, con-
stitutes an unusual and extraordinary threat 
to the national security and foreign policy of 
the United States’’. 

(2) Article 21.2 of the Dominican Republic- 
Central America-United States Free Trade 
Agreement approved by Congress under sec-
tion 101(a)(1) of the Dominican Republic-Cen-
tral America-United States Free Trade 
Agreement Implementation Act (19 U.S.C. 
4011(a)(1)) states, ‘‘Nothing in this Agree-
ment shall be construed . . . to preclude a 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES7570 November 1, 2021 
Party from applying measures that it con-
siders necessary for the fulfillment of its ob-
ligations with respect to the maintenance or 
restoration of international peace or secu-
rity, or the protection of its own essential 
security interests.’’. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the President should review 
the continued participation of Nicaragua in 
the Dominican Republic-Central America- 
United States Free Trade Agreement if the 
Government of Nicaragua continues to tight-
en its authoritarian rule in an attempt to 
subvert democratic elections in November 
2021 and undermine democracy and human 
rights in Nicaragua. 
SEC. 4. RESTRICTIONS ON INTERNATIONAL FI-

NANCIAL INSTITUTIONS RELATING 
TO NICARAGUA. 

Section 4 of the Nicaragua Investment 
Conditionality Act of 2018 is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (a), (b), 
and (c) as subsections (b), (c), and (d), respec-
tively; 

(2) by inserting before subsection (b), as re-
designated by paragraph (1), the following: 

‘‘(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Secretary of the Treasury 
should take all possible steps, including 
through the full implementation of the ex-
ceptions set forth in subsection (c), to ensure 
that the restrictions required under sub-
section (b) do not negatively impact the 
basic human needs of the people of Nica-
ragua.’’; 

(3) in subsection (c), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘subsection (a)’’ and inserting ‘‘sub-
section (b)’’; and 

(4) by striking subsection (d), as so redesig-
nated, and inserting the following: 

‘‘(d) INCREASED OVERSIGHT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The United States Exec-

utive Director at each international finan-
cial institution of the World Bank Group, 
the United States Executive Director at the 
Inter-American Development Bank, and the 
United States Executive Director at each 
other international financial institution, in-
cluding the International Monetary Fund, 
shall take all practicable steps— 

‘‘(A) to increase scrutiny of any loan or fi-
nancial or technical assistance provided for 
a project in Nicaragua; and 

‘‘(B) to ensure that the loan or assistance 
is administered through an entity with full 
technical, administrative, and financial 
independence from the Government of Nica-
ragua. 

‘‘(2) MECHANISMS FOR INCREASED SCRU-
TINY.—The United States Executive Director 
at each international financial institution 
described in paragraph (1) shall use the 
voice, vote, and influence of the United 
States to encourage that institution to in-
crease oversight mechanisms for new and ex-
isting loans or financial or technical assist-
ance provided for a project in Nicaragua. 

‘‘(e) INTERAGENCY CONSULTATION.—Before 
implementing the restrictions described in 
subsection (b), or before exercising an excep-
tion under subsection (c), the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall consult with the Sec-
retary of State and with the Administrator 
of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development to ensure that all 
loans and financial or technical assistance to 
Nicaragua are consistent with United States 
foreign policy objectives as defined in sec-
tion 3. 

‘‘(f) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of the RENACER 
Act, and annually thereafter until the termi-
nation date specified in section 10, the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, in coordination with 
the Secretary of State and the Adminis-
trator of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development, shall submit to the 
appropriate congressional committees a re-

port on the implementation of this section, 
which shall include— 

‘‘(1) summary of any loans and financial 
and technical assistance provided by inter-
national financial institutions for projects in 
Nicaragua; 

‘‘(2) a description of the implementation of 
the restrictions described in subsection (b); 

‘‘(3) an identification of the occasions in 
which the exceptions under subsection (c) 
are exercised and an assessment of how the 
loan or assistance provided with each such 
exception may address basic human needs or 
promote democracy in Nicaragua; 

‘‘(4) a description of the results of the in-
creased oversight conducted under sub-
section (d); and 

‘‘(5) a description of international efforts 
to address the humanitarian needs of the 
people of Nicaragua.’’. 
SEC. 5. TARGETED SANCTIONS TO ADVANCE 

DEMOCRATIC ELECTIONS. 

(a) COORDINATED STRATEGY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of State 

and the Secretary of the Treasury, in con-
sultation with the intelligence community 
(as defined in section 3 of the National Secu-
rity Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3003)), shall develop 
and implement a coordinated strategy to 
align diplomatic engagement efforts with 
the implementation of targeted sanctions in 
order to support efforts to facilitate the nec-
essary conditions for free, fair, and trans-
parent elections in Nicaragua. 

(2) BRIEFING REQUIRED.—Not later than 90 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, and every 90 days thereafter until De-
cember 31, 2022, the Secretary of State and 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall brief the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Sen-
ate and the Committee on Foreign Affairs of 
the House of Representatives on steps to be 
taken by the United States Government to 
develop and implement the coordinated 
strategy required by paragraph (1). 

(b) TARGETED SANCTIONS PRIORITIZATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Pursuant to the coordi-

nated strategy required by subsection (a), 
the President shall prioritize the implemen-
tation of the targeted sanctions required 
under section 5 of the Nicaragua Investment 
Conditionality Act of 2018. 

(2) TARGETS.—In carrying out paragraph 
(1), the President— 

(A) shall examine whether foreign persons 
involved in directly or indirectly obstructing 
the establishment of conditions necessary 
for the realization of free, fair, and trans-
parent elections in Nicaragua are subject to 
sanctions under section 5 of the Nicaragua 
Investment Conditionality Act of 2018; and 

(B) should, in particular, examine whether 
the following persons have engaged in con-
duct subject to such sanctions: 

(i) Officials in the government of President 
Daniel Ortega. 

(ii) Family members of President Daniel 
Ortega. 

(iii) High-ranking members of the National 
Nicaraguan Police. 

(iv) High-ranking members of the Nica-
raguan Armed Forces. 

(v) Members of the Supreme Electoral 
Council of Nicaragua. 

(vi) Officials of the Central Bank of Nica-
ragua. 

(vii) Party members and elected officials 
from the Sandinista National Liberation 
Front and their family members. 

(viii) Individuals or entities affiliated with 
businesses engaged in corrupt financial 
transactions with officials in the govern-
ment of President Daniel Ortega, his party, 
or his family. 

(ix) Individuals identified in the report re-
quired by section 8 as involved in significant 
acts of public corruption in Nicaragua. 

SEC. 6. DEVELOPING AND IMPLEMENTING A CO-
ORDINATED SANCTIONS STRATEGY 
WITH DIPLOMATIC PARTNERS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) On June 21, 2019, the Government of 
Canada, pursuant to its Special Economic 
Measures Act, designated 9 officials of the 
Government of Nicaragua for the imposition 
of sanctions in response to gross and system-
atic human rights violations in Nicaragua. 

(2) On May 4, 2020, the European Union im-
posed sanctions with respect to 6 officials of 
the Government of Nicaragua identified as 
responsible for serious human rights viola-
tions and for the repression of civil society 
and democratic opposition in Nicaragua. 

(3) On October 12, 2020, the European Union 
extended its authority to impose restrictive 
measures on ‘‘persons and entities respon-
sible for serious human rights violations or 
abuses or for the repression of civil society 
and democratic opposition in Nicaragua, as 
well as persons and entities whose actions, 
policies or activities otherwise undermine 
democracy and the rule of law in Nicaragua, 
and persons associated with them’’. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the United States should en-
courage the Government of Canada, the Eu-
ropean Union and governments of members 
countries of the European Union, and gov-
ernments of countries in Latin America and 
the Caribbean to use targeted sanctions with 
respect to persons involved in human rights 
violations and the obstruction of free, fair, 
and transparent elections in Nicaragua. 

(c) COORDINATING INTERNATIONAL SANC-
TIONS.—The Secretary of State, working 
through the head of the Office of Sanctions 
Coordination established by section 1(h) of 
the State Department Basic Authorities Act 
of 1956 (22 U.S.C. 2651a(h)), and in consulta-
tion with the Secretary of the Treasury, 
shall engage in diplomatic efforts with gov-
ernments of countries that are partners of 
the United States, including the Government 
of Canada, governments of countries in the 
European Union, and governments of coun-
tries in Latin America and the Caribbean, to 
impose targeted sanctions with respect to 
the persons described in section 5(b) in order 
to advance democratic elections in Nica-
ragua. 

(d) BRIEFING REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 
90 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, and every 90 days thereafter until 
December 31, 2022, the Secretary of State, in 
consultation with the Secretary of the 
Treasury, shall brief the Committee on For-
eign Relations of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs of the House of 
Representatives on the implementation of 
this section. 
SEC. 7. INCLUSION OF NICARAGUA IN LIST OF 

COUNTRIES SUBJECT TO CERTAIN 
SANCTIONS RELATING TO CORRUP-
TION. 

Section 353 of title III of division FF of the 
Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2021 (Pub-
lic Law 116–260) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by striking ‘‘AND 
HONDURAS’’ and inserting ‘‘, HONDURAS, AND 
NICARAGUA’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘and Honduras’’ each place 
it appears and inserting ‘‘, Honduras, and 
Nicaragua’’. 
SEC. 8. CLASSIFIED REPORT ON THE INVOLVE-

MENT OF ORTEGA FAMILY MEMBERS 
AND NICARAGUAN GOVERNMENT 
OFFICIALS IN CORRUPTION. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 90 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of State, acting through 
the Bureau of Intelligence and Research of 
the Department of State, and in coordina-
tion with the Director of National Intel-
ligence, shall submit a classified report to 
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the appropriate congressional committees on 
significant acts of public corruption in Nica-
ragua that— 

(1) involve— 
(A) the President of Nicaragua, Daniel Or-

tega; 
(B) members of the family of Daniel Or-

tega; and 
(C) senior officials of the Ortega govern-

ment, including— 
(i) members of the Supreme Electoral 

Council, the Nicaraguan Armed Forces, and 
the National Nicaraguan Police; and 

(ii) elected officials from the Sandinista 
National Liberation Front party; 

(2) pose challenges for United States na-
tional security and regional stability; 

(3) impede the realization of free, fair, and 
transparent elections in Nicaragua; and 

(4) violate the fundamental freedoms of 
civil society and political opponents in Nica-
ragua. 

(b) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—In this section, the term ‘‘appropriate 
congressional committees’’ means— 

(1) the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and the Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the Senate; and 

(2) the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
the Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence of the House of Representatives. 
SEC. 9. CLASSIFIED REPORT ON THE ACTIVITIES 

OF THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION IN 
NICARAGUA. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 90 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of State, acting through 
the Bureau of Intelligence and Research of 
the Department of State, and in coordina-
tion with the Director of National Intel-
ligence, shall submit a classified report to 
the appropriate congressional committees on 
activities of the Government of the Russian 
Federation in Nicaragua, including— 

(1) cooperation between Russian and Nica-
raguan military personnel, intelligence serv-
ices, security forces, and law enforcement, 
and private Russian security contractors; 

(2) cooperation related to telecommuni-
cations and satellite navigation; 

(3) other political and economic coopera-
tion, including with respect to banking, 
disinformation, and election interference; 
and 

(4) the threats and risks that such activi-
ties pose to United States national interests 
and national security. 

(b) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—In this section, the term ‘‘appropriate 
congressional committees’’ means— 

(1) the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and the Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the Senate; and 

(2) the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
the Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence of the House of Representatives. 
SEC. 10. REPORT ON CERTAIN PURCHASES BY 

AND AGREEMENTS ENTERED INTO 
BY GOVERNMENT OF NICARAGUA 
RELATING TO MILITARY OR INTEL-
LIGENCE SECTOR OF NICARAGUA. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of State, acting through the 
Bureau of Intelligence and Research of the 
Department of State, and in coordination 
with the Director of National Intelligence 
and the Director of the Defense Intelligence 
Agency, shall submit to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations of the Senate and the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House 
of Representatives a report that includes— 

(1) a list of— 
(A) all equipment, technology, or infra-

structure with respect to the military or in-
telligence sector of Nicaragua purchased, on 
or after January 1, 2011, by the Government 
of Nicaragua from an entity identified by the 

Department of State under section 231(e) of 
the Countering America’s Adversaries 
Through Sanctions Act (22 U.S.C. 9525(e)); 
and 

(B) all agreements with respect to the 
military or intelligence sector of Nicaragua 
entered into, on or after January 1, 2011, by 
the Government of Nicaragua with an entity 
described in subparagraph (A); and 

(2) a description of and date for each pur-
chase and agreement described in paragraph 
(1). 

(b) CONSIDERATION.—The report required by 
subsection (a) shall be prepared after consid-
eration of the content of the report of the 
Defense Intelligence Agency entitled, ‘‘Rus-
sia: Defense Cooperation with Cuba, Nica-
ragua, and Venezuela’’ and dated February 4, 
2019. 

(c) FORM OF REPORT.—The report required 
by subsection (a) shall be submitted in un-
classified form but may include a classified 
annex. 
SEC. 11. REPORT ON HUMAN RIGHTS ABUSES IN 

NICARAGUA. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that, since 

the June 2018 initiation of ‘‘Operation Clean- 
up’’, an effort of the government of Daniel 
Ortega to dismantle barricades constructed 
throughout Nicaragua during social dem-
onstrations in April 2018, the Ortega govern-
ment has increased its abuse of campesinos 
and members of indigenous communities, in-
cluding arbitrary detentions, torture, and 
sexual violence as a form of intimidation. 

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 90 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of State shall submit to 
the appropriate congressional committees a 
report that documents the perpetration of 
gross human rights violations by the Ortega 
government against the citizens of Nica-
ragua, including campesinos and indigenous 
communities in the interior of Nicaragua. 

(c) ELEMENTS.—The report required by sub-
section (b) shall— 

(1) include a compilation of human rights 
violations committed by the Ortega govern-
ment against the citizens of Nicaragua, with 
a focus on such violations committed since 
April 2018, including human rights abuses 
and extrajudicial killings in— 

(A) the cities of Managua, Carazo, and 
Masaya between April and June of 2018; and 

(B) the municipalities of Wiwili, El Cuá, 
San Jose de Bocay, and Santa Maria de 
Pantasma in the Department of Jinotega, 
Esquipulas in the Department of Rivas, and 
Bilwi in the North Caribbean Coast Autono-
mous Region between 2018 and 2021; 

(2) outline efforts by the Ortega govern-
ment to intimidate and disrupt the activities 
of civil society organizations attempting to 
hold the government accountable for infring-
ing on the fundamental rights and freedoms 
of the people of Nicaragua; and 

(3) provide recommendations on how the 
United States, in collaboration with inter-
national partners and Nicaraguan civil soci-
ety, should leverage bilateral and regional 
relationships to curtail the gross human 
rights violations perpetrated by the Ortega 
government and better support the victims 
of human rights violations in Nicaragua. 

(d) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES DEFINED.—In this section, the term 
‘‘appropriate congressional committees’’ 
means— 

(1) the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate; and 

(2) the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the 
House of Representatives. 
SEC. 12. SUPPORTING INDEPENDENT NEWS 

MEDIA AND FREEDOM OF INFORMA-
TION IN NICARAGUA. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 90 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of State, the Adminis-

trator for the United States Agency for 
International Development, and the Chief 
Executive Officer of the United States Agen-
cy for Global Media, shall submit to Con-
gress a report that includes— 

(1) an evaluation of the governmental, po-
litical, and technological obstacles faced by 
the people of Nicaragua in their efforts to 
obtain accurate, objective, and comprehen-
sive news and information about domestic 
and international affairs; and 

(2) a list of all TV channels, radio stations, 
online news sites, and other media platforms 
operating in Nicaragua that are directly or 
indirectly owned or controlled by President 
Daniel Ortega, members of the Ortega fam-
ily, or known allies of the Ortega govern-
ment. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required by sub-
section (a) shall include— 

(1) an assessment of the extent to which 
the current level and type of news and re-
lated programming and content provided by 
the Voice of America and other sources is ad-
dressing the informational needs of the peo-
ple of Nicaragua; 

(2) a description of existing United States 
efforts to strengthen freedom of the press 
and freedom of expression in Nicaragua, in-
cluding recommendations to expand upon 
those efforts; and 

(3) a strategy for strengthening inde-
pendent broadcasting, information distribu-
tion, and media platforms in Nicaragua. 
SEC. 13. AMENDMENT TO SHORT TITLE OF PUB-

LIC LAW 115–335. 
Section 1(a) of the Nicaragua Human 

Rights and Anticorruption Act of 2018 (Pub-
lic Law 115–335; 50 U.S.C. 1701 note) is amend-
ed to read as follows: 

‘‘(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited 
as the ‘Nicaragua Investment Conditionality 
Act of 2018’ or the ‘NICA Act’.’’. 
SEC. 14. DEFINITION. 

In this Act, the term ‘‘Nicaragua Invest-
ment Conditionality Act of 2018’’ means the 
Public Law 115–335 (50 U.S.C. 1701 note), as 
amended by section 13. 

f 

REINFORCING NICARAGUA’S AD-
HERENCE TO CONDITIONS FOR 
ELECTORAL REFORM ACT OF 2021 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations be dis-
charged from further consideration of 
S. 1064 and the Senate proceed to its 
immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1064) to advance the strategic 
alignment of United States diplomatic tools 
toward the realization of free, fair, and 
transparent elections in Nicaragua and to re-
affirm the commitment of the United States 
to protect the fundamental freedoms and 
human rights of the people of Nicaragua, and 
for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the com-
mittee was discharged, and the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the sub-
stitute amendment at the desk be con-
sidered and agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment (No. 4132) in the na-
ture of a substitute was agreed to. 

(Purpose: In the nature of a sub-
stitute.) 
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(The amendment is printed in today’s 

RECORD under ‘‘Text of Amendments.’’) 
Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the bill, as 
amended, be considered read a third 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading and 
was read the third time. 

Mr. SCHUMER. I know of no further 
debate on the bill, as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate on the bill, as amended? 

Hearing none, the bill having been 
read the third time, the question is, 
Shall the bill pass? 

The bill (S. 1064), as amended, was 
passed. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the mo-
tion to reconsider be considered made 
and laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, 
NOVEMBER 2, 2021 

Mr. SCHUMER. Finally, Madam 
President, I ask unanimous consent 
that when the Senate completes its 
business today, it adjourn until 10 a.m., 
Tuesday, November 2; that following 
the prayer and pledge, the morning 
hour be deemed expired, the Journal of 
proceedings be approved to date, the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day, and morning 
business be closed; that upon the con-
clusion of morning business, the Sen-
ate proceed to executive session to re-
sume consideration of the Davidson 
nomination; further, that notwith-
standing rule XXII, at 11 a.m., the Sen-
ate vote on cloture on the Davidson, 
Harris, and Coleman nominations in 
the order listed; and that following the 
cloture vote on the Coleman nomina-
tion, the Senate recess until 2:15 p.m. 
to allow for the weekly caucus meet-
ings; further, that at 2:20 p.m., the Sen-
ate vote on the motion to invoke clo-
ture on the Prieto and Nayak nomina-
tions, in the order listed; that at 5:15 
p.m., the Senate vote on confirmation 
of the Davidson nomination if cloture 
has been invoked; and that upon dis-
position of the Davidson nomination, 
the Senate resume consideration of the 
Harris nomination. 

Finally, if any nominations are con-
firmed during Tuesday’s session, the 
motion to reconsider be considered 
made and laid upon the table and the 
President be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. SCHUMER. For information of 
Senators, there will be three rollcall 
votes at 11 a.m., two rollcall votes at 
2:20 p.m., and one rollcall vote at 5:15 
p.m. 

If there is no further business to 
come before the Senate, I ask that it 
stand adjourned under the previous 

order following the remarks of Senator 
CRUZ. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas. 

f 

THE MIDDLE EAST 

Mr. CRUZ. Madam President, I rise 
today to discuss the growing threats to 
American national security and to the 
security of our friends and allies in the 
Middle East. 

Under President Obama and Vice 
President Biden, the policies put in 
place were a catastrophe for our allies 
in the Middle East and a boon to our 
enemies. They boosted the Muslim 
Brotherhood and criticized Arab gov-
ernments that tried to crack down on 
religious extremists. They gave Pales-
tinian groups tied to terrorism a veto 
over peace between our Israeli and 
Arab allies, and they elevated those 
groups. 

They pushed the catastrophic 
Obama-Iran nuclear deal, which dis-
mantled pressure on Iran and put the 
Ayatollah on a path towards a nuclear 
arsenal, while sending pallets of cash 
in the dead of night as ransom for hos-
tages. 

Of course, the Obama-Biden adminis-
tration didn’t tell the American people 
and didn’t tell Congress what they 
were doing. Instead, they deliberately 
hid that information. They lied as long 
as they could about their policies, and 
they developed and built an echo cham-
ber designed to drown out their critics. 

I rise today because history is repeat-
ing itself, because I am deeply worried 
that President Biden and the Biden- 
Harris administration are returning to 
the very worst policies and the very 
worst tactics of the Obama years and 
that the consequences are going to be 
far worse. 

Once again, the Biden-Harris admin-
istration is boosting the Muslim Broth-
erhood and other religious extremist 
groups in the Middle East. They are 
elevating the Palestinians at the ex-
pense of our Israeli and Arab allies, and 
they are dismantling pressure on Iran. 

And, once again, they are hiding 
those details from Congress. They do 
not want Congress to know, and they 
do not want the American people to 
know. And, in some cases, unfortu-
nately, they are outright lying. 

I know that President Biden and his 
administration are refusing to answer, 
even lying about their Middle East 
policies, because I asked them. I asked 
them as part of questioning Barbara 
Leaf, the President’s nominee to be the 
Assistant Secretary of State for Near 
East Affairs. 

Over the next several minutes, I will 
discuss the answers I got back. 

Ms. Leaf has been—and will continue 
to be—at the center of the Biden-Harris 
administration’s Middle East policy. 
She was responsible for Middle East 
policy from the very beginning of this 
administration as the senior director 

for Middle East and North African Af-
fairs at the National Security Council. 
In her new position to which she has 
been nominated, she would be Amer-
ica’s most senior diplomat for the Mid-
dle East. 

I asked Ms. Leaf written questions 
about Biden’s administration’s policies 
in multiple areas of Middle East policy, 
as part of her testimony in front of the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee. 
Her answers ranged from deliberately 
nonresponsive to simply false and, 
throughout, thoroughly, deeply dis-
tressing. 

For example, right now, today, the 
Biden-Harris administration is with-
holding $130 million of assistance for 
security and counterterrorism from 
our Egyptian allies, allegedly on 
human rights concerns. What we don’t 
know is exactly why they are doing it 
and exactly what the Biden-Harris ad-
ministration is asking for. 

Under the Obama administration, the 
United States repeatedly, inexplicably 
boosted the Muslim Brotherhood, 
which openly advocated terrorism 
against the United States. Those ex-
tremists were boosted at the expense of 
moderate Arab allies, and they consist-
ently misled the public about their 
goals. 

Here, the only reason the American 
public found out in the first place 
about this $130 million is because the 
Washington Post revealed it. The 
Biden-Harris administration didn’t ex-
plain to the American people what 
they were doing. It was only the re-
porting of journalists that revealed it, 
and we still don’t know enough. We 
don’t know the details. 

The Post reported that the adminis-
tration is withholding the aid until 
Egypt addresses certain human rights 
concerns. We don’t know what they 
are. They apparently include releasing 
16 unnamed prisoners. We don’t know 
who they are. 

So I asked Ms. Leaf about these de-
tails. I asked about the 16 people. I 
asked for their names, their institu-
tional affiliations, what they were 
charged with. I also asked if they were 
American citizens. And if they were 
not, I asked whether they were in-
volved in organizations that push Is-
lamic extremism or anti-Semitism. 

Ms. Leaf is obviously very familiar 
with the case. She wrote back over 
1,000 words of highly technical re-
sponses. Here is just a third of her an-
swer. That is the part we could fit on 
the poster board. Lots of words, lots of 
numbers, but, as you can see, not a sin-
gle detail that I requested was pro-
vided. 

Of the 16 people the Biden-Harris ad-
ministration is demanding that Egypt 
release, you will see not a single 
name—not a one. Congress doesn’t get 
to know who those 16 people are. The 
American people don’t get to know who 
those 16 people are. The answer from 
Ms. Leaf to the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee is, to not put too fine 
a point on it, Go jump in a lake. 
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How many of those 16 are affiliated 

with terrorist organizations? 
The answer from Ms. Leaf: Go jump 

in a lake. 
How many of them are American 

citizens? 
The answer from Ms. Leaf: Go jump 

in a lake. 
Why is that? Why is that—that the 

Biden-Harris administration is extort-
ing Egypt to release 16 prisoners, and 
yet they are embarrassed to say who 
those prisoners are? 

Well, we do have some public hints 
about the sort of people that the White 
House and the congressional Demo-
crats maybe tried to coerce our Egyp-
tian allies into releasing. Buried inside 
a very recent Senate appropriations re-
port, there is an instruction that seems 
very much like what we are seeing 
with these secret conditions. It came 
presumably from Senate Democrats, 
although we don’t know who. No Sen-
ate Democrat has stood forward to own 
this language, but there is a Senate 
Democrat who authored this language. 

It says: 
In making the certification required by 

subsection (a)(3)(A), the Secretary of State 
shall consider the cases of Ola Al-Qaradawi, 
Hosam Khalaf, Salah Soltan, Abdulrahman 
Tarek, and Mohamed El-Baqer. The Com-
mittee urges that humane treatment and 
fair trials be afforded these and other pris-
oners in Egypt. 

So, apparently, for some unnamed 
Democrat who is unwilling to put his 
or her name to it, these names are peo-
ple the United States should champion, 
and it suggests the sorts of people the 
Biden-Harris administration may be 
trying to extort Egypt into releasing. 

Who are they? 
Well, let’s start with Salah Soltan. 

Who is Salah Soltan? He is a Muslim 
Brotherhood propagandist. He is a hate 
preacher. He is someone who goes on 
TV over and over again and preaches 
the most vicious sorts of libel against 
Jews. 

Why are Senate Democrats trying to 
release vicious anti-Semites? If you go 
back to the appropriation language, 
why are they suggesting in the appro-
priation language that the United 
States should be fighting to release 
that anti-Semite and hate preacher? 

We don’t know because Senate Demo-
crats aren’t defending that position, 
and the administration refuses to an-
swer. 

Who are some of the other people on 
that list? 

Well, you have Mohamed El-Baqer. 
He was a Salafist youth activist. He 
was part of the Revolutionary Youth 
who started the revolution, and he has 
been implicated in security violations. 

How about Ola al-Qaradawi? She is 
the daughter of Yosef al-Qaradawi, who 
is one of the major voices for jihad in-
side the Muslim Brotherhood. The 
paper trail on her is deliberately 
opaque from both sides. 

How about Hosam Khalaf? He is Ola 
al-Qaradawi’s husband, and he has been 
allegedly connected to a Muslim Broth-
erhood offshoot. 

How about Abdulrahman Tarek? 
Well, we don’t know. His presence has 
not been accounted for publicly. 

And yet these names mysteriously 
appear in a Senate appropriations re-
port. When I asked Ms. Leaf about it, 
she provided 1,000 words and not a sin-
gle name. 

And I will tell you that, actually, the 
names on that list are not secrets from 
Congress. They have been provided to 
Congress in a classified form. So the 
Presiding Officer and I can go into a se-
cure SCIF, and we can read it in the 
SCIF. We can read the names. 

You know what we are not allowed to 
do? 

Tell anyone what the names are. 
Why is it that those names are classi-

fied? 
They are classified because President 

Biden and Vice President HARRIS don’t 
want the American people to know who 
it is they are trying to release. 

There is no reasonable justification 
for those names to be classified. They 
are extorting our friend and ally, 
Egypt, to get 16 people released from 
jail, and they refuse to tell us who. 

The American people have a right to 
know if the Biden administration is 
trying to pressure our allies to release 
Muslim Brotherhood extremists; if the 
Biden administration is trying to get 
our allies to release anti-Semites; and, 
if they are, to hear a justification for 
why. But Ms. Leaf, instead, simply de-
fies the Senate and refuses to answer. 

Let’s turn now to Israel. 
During the Trump administration, 

there was a decision to stand shoulder 
to shoulder with Israel, which led to an 
historic flowering of peace across the 
region. The name and framework for 
those peace agreements was the Abra-
ham Accords. 

This was something that the Obama 
administration said would never hap-
pen and something, unfortunately, 
tragically, that they were actively hos-
tile to. The Obama administration in-
sisted that Israel would have to make 
massive concessions to the Palestin-
ians on their sovereignty—on the secu-
rity of Israel—before there could ever 
be peace deals between the Israelis and 
their Arab neighbors. 

When asked whether there could ever 
be peace like the Abraham Accords 
without a prior deal with the Palestin-
ians, then-Secretary of State John 
Kerry said: ‘‘There will be no separate 
peace between Israel and the Arab 
world. . . . No, no, no, and no.’’ 

No ambiguity to what they thought— 
they don’t want peace without massive 
concessions from Israel to the Palestin-
ians. 

Well, turned out President Obama 
and Secretary Kerry were tragically 
wrong, as they were on so many issues, 
and President Trump demonstrated 
that to the world. And, sadly, Presi-
dent Biden and Vice President HARRIS 
have never forgiven our Israeli allies 
and our Arab allies for that—for dem-
onstrating that with strong, resolute 
clarity from the United States’ un-

equivocal support of Israel, that peace 
could be the result. That was an out-
come anathema to the foreign policy 
objectives of the current administra-
tion. As a result, there are many in the 
Biden administration that are enor-
mously, deeply, seethingly hostile to 
the Abraham Accords. 

At the beginning of the Biden admin-
istration, the State Department even 
issued internal guidance prohibiting 
the use of the phrase ‘‘Abraham Ac-
cords.’’ Those words were verboten. 
You may not say those words. The in-
structions were instead to call them 
the ‘‘normalization agreements.’’ 

George Orwell is, no doubt, looking 
down from Heaven and smiling at the 
power of language to be redefined. 
There are no Abraham Accords. Now, 
they are normalization agreements. 

Once again, the only reason that the 
public knows about this is because 
journalists revealed it. This time, it 
was the ‘‘Washington Free Beacon,’’ 
but the details have never been clari-
fied. 

After those public reports, the Biden 
administration was forced to at least 
partially reverse that policy. They in-
sisted they fully support the accords 
that must never be named. But it is not 
clear how true or how broad that rever-
sal has been. 

On September 13, U.S. Ambassador to 
the U.N., Thomas-Greenfield, gave a 
speech about the Abraham Accords in 
which she stubbornly refused to utter 
the words ‘‘Abraham Accords.’’ In-
stead, following, apparently, the State 
Department guidance, she simply used 
the bland term ‘‘normalization agree-
ments.’’ 

On October 13, Secretary Blinken 
met with Foreign Minister Lapid, and 
the spokesperson issued a formal read-
out from that meeting. Once again, the 
formal readout from the State Depart-
ment carefully eschewed any mention 
of the Abraham Accords and used the 
bland term ‘‘regional normalization ef-
forts.’’ 

This is conscious. This is deliberate. 
This is a pattern. It is a classic exam-
ple of where congressional oversight is 
called for. 

Madam President, many Senate 
Democrats claim to support the Abra-
ham Accords. Now, I would note, I was 
at the White House for the signing of 
the Abraham Accords. Not a single 
Senate Democrat showed up for that 
historic peace agreement—none. Pre-
sumably because of partisan loathing 
of President Trump. But, nonetheless, 
congressional Democrats say they sup-
port the accords today. If that is true, 
we need to see congressional oversight. 

So I asked Ms. Leaf for the specific 
guidance that was issued to the State 
Department. Give Congress—give the 
Senate—the written guidance prohib-
iting reference to the Abraham Ac-
cords. We know about it from public re-
ports in the media. She and the State 
Department refused. They refused to 
provide that guidance to Congress. 
They refused to show it to the public. 
And, in doing it, it is not accidental. 
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She refuses to answer this question 

because they want to hide it from the 
American people, just like the names 
of the 16 prisoners they are demanding 
that Egypt release. Presumably, if the 
American people knew those names, 
knew the affiliations, knew the back-
grounds, they would be outraged. Like-
wise, if the American people read the 
written guidance issued by this State 
Department, prohibiting uttering of 
the words ‘‘Abraham Accords,’’ then 
the charade so many Democrats try to 
play in supporting those accords would 
be that much harder to maintain. 

A third example, turning to Iran, per-
haps more than anything else, first and 
foremost, this administration wants to 
return to the catastrophic Obama- 
Biden-Iran nuclear deal and to dis-
mantle meaningful sanctions against 
the theocratic regime in Iran. From 
the earliest hours of the administra-
tion, the effort began to do exactly 
that. 

As part of that push, the administra-
tion has quietly, and sometimes se-
cretly, reduced pressure on Iran and re-
leased frozen Iranian funds. But the 
Ayatollah wants to see just how much 
he can get, and he may not think that 
President Biden will ever do anything 
meaningful. If the United States isn’t 
going to impose pressure on Iran, there 
is no reason for the Ayatollah to return 
to the deal at all. He doesn’t need to 
take ‘‘yes’’ for an answer for a deal be-
cause he is getting everything anyway. 

And so since very early in the admin-
istration, the Biden-Harris officials 
have contemplated what has been 
called a ‘‘less for less’’ agreement in 
which they would reduce some pressure 
on Iran for something less than full 
compliance. You will only nuke some 
of us. 

Once again, we only know about the 
existence of these considerations from 
public reports. In February and again 
over the summer, Reuters reported on 
administration officials contemplating 
these deals, the so-called ‘‘less for less’’ 
deals. We here in Congress know a lit-
tle more but not much. 

Congress and the public deserve to 
know what is being contemplated to re-
duce pressure on the Iranian regime, 
the world’s leading state sponsor of 
terrorism and a regime that seeks— 
and, I believe, may well be willing—to 
use nuclear weapons to murder mil-
lions of Americans and millions of our 
allies. 

I believe that if the Ayatollah had 
the ability to murder millions of Amer-
icans or millions of Israelis in the 
blink of an eye, the odds are far too 
high that this theocratic zealot, who 
glories in death and suicide, would be 
willing to do so. 

And so I asked Ms. Leaf for the de-
tails of such agreements. Here is what 
she said in response: 

There have been no such arrangements, 
deals, or agreements contemplated to reduce 
pressure on Iran. 

That statement is false. It is cat-
egorically, directly, unequivocally 

false. It is false testimony in writing to 
the Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee. Ms. Leaf knows it is false, and 
the State Department handlers who 
transmitted her written answer to the 
Senate know that it is false. 

What is the Biden administration 
trying to hide? What deep details don’t 
they want us to know? 

This isn’t just about policy disagree-
ments, although I disagree vehemently 
with many of this administration’s 
policies. I understand some people, 
some Democrats, will disagree. But 
even more fundamentally, this is about 
transparency and oversight. On that, 
there should be no disagreement. 

And these questions are ones that go 
to the very core of this administra-
tion’s Middle East foreign policy and of 
American national security. What ex-
tremists are President Biden and Vice 
President HARRIS trying to empower? 
Whom do they view as allies worth sup-
porting in the region? What deals are 
being contemplated with the Iranian 
regime? 

I asked Ms. Leaf for these details. 
She has, after all, been working right 
in the center of Middle East issues for 
this administration. She and the 
Biden-Harris administration are refus-
ing to answer. The public has a right to 
know. 

Let me also point out that President 
Biden, in recent days, said publicly 
that if Iran enters into a new nuclear 
deal, the United States would stay 
bound by it in perpetuity as long as 
Iran didn’t renege on that deal. I want 
to be absolutely clear on something: 
President Biden has zero constitutional 
authority to make that commitment. 

The Ayatollah in Iran could be for-
given for misunderstanding that. The 
Ayatollah, after all, is a total dictator 
with the ability to line up anyone who 
disagrees and execute them on the 
spot. But, thankfully, the President of 
the United States does not enjoy such 
dictatorial powers. 

Under our Constitution, there are 
two ways, and two ways only, that a 
President can make a binding commit-
ment on the United States of America. 
The first is through passing a law that 
passes the Senate, passes the House, 
and is signed into law by the President. 
If President Biden wishes to do so with 
any Iran deal, he is welcome to do so. 

The second and the way, tradition-
ally, that foreign policies agreements 
are handled is through a treaty—a 
treaty that is submitted to the Senate 
and ratified by two-thirds of the Sen-
ate. The chances that the Biden-Harris 
whatever disastrous nuclear deal they 
work out with Iran, the chances that 
that would be ratified by two-thirds of 
the Senate I can quantify exactly. 
There is 0.00 percent. 

President Biden knows that. He 
knows that because the Senate has 
been unequivocal that this deal is dis-
astrous and harmful for American na-
tional security, harmful for Israel, and 
harmful for our allies. And so, instead, 
President Biden makes an empty prom-
ise that he cannot commit. 

In that, he is following in the foot-
steps of President Obama. President 
Obama made a similar promise, and 
President Obama knew it was a lie 
when he said it, and President Biden 
knows it is a lie when he says it. 

History demonstrated that President 
Obama told a falsehood because the 
next Republican President, Donald J. 
Trump, ripped the Obama-Iran deal to 
shreds and withdrew from the deal, 
which was the right decision. I urged 
President Trump to do that. 

Our allies and our enemies should 
mark my words on this: Regardless of 
whatever empty promises President 
Biden makes, he lacks constitutional 
authority to bind a subsequent admin-
istration. And I believe it is 100 percent 
certain that the next Republican Presi-
dent who is sworn into office will once 
again rip to shreds any disastrous deal 
negotiated with the Ayatollah and 
Iran. 

So President Biden has 3 more years 
to try to give away the store, to try to 
send billions of dollars, perhaps on pal-
lets in the dead of night like Barack 
Obama did, to fund theocratic terror-
ists who want to murder Americans 
and murder Israelis. But the Ayatollah 
needs to know, Europe needs to know, 
our friends need to know, our enemies 
need to know that President Biden’s 
promises are empty words that will ex-
pire the instant his Presidency is over. 

We don’t have a dictator in this 
country. We have a constitutional re-
public. If President Biden wants to 
bind subsequent administrations, he 
can negotiate a treaty, submit a treaty 
to the Senate, and get it ratified. But 
he doesn’t have the votes, and so in-
stead he makes empty promises. 

If President Biden and Vice President 
HARRIS were proud of the policies they 
are pursuing in the Middle East, they 
would give the American people the 
list of the 16 prisoners they are trying 
to force Egypt to release. 

We know that multiple of the names 
Senate Democrats have put in the ap-
propriations language are affiliated 
with the Muslim Brotherhood. We 
know one is an anti-Semitic hate 
preacher. And we suspect that the ad-
ministration knows full well that if it 
released those names, it couldn’t de-
fend them to the American people. It is 
counting on darkness and secrecy to 
hide their conduct. 

I believe the Senate—both Repub-
licans and Democrats—have an obliga-
tion to the American people to shine a 
light. If you are going to extort our al-
lies to release prisoners, tell us now: 
Are they affiliated with the Muslim 
Brotherhood? Are they anti-Semites? 
Are they a national security threat to 
the United States or our allies? The 
American people deserve to know. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
adjourned until 10 a.m. tomorrow. 
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Thereupon, the Senate, at 7:55 p.m., 

adjourned until Tuesday, November 2, 
2021, at 10 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 

IN THE NAVY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 154 
AND 601: 

To be admiral 

ADM. CHRISTOPHER W. GRADY 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be lieutenant colonel 

ANTHONY W. PEREZ 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

DUSTIN R. MEREDITH 

IN THE ARMY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

GABRIELLE L. MURRAY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

MICHAEL R. RUIZ 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be lieutenant colonel 

NICHOLAS J. BECK 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

PETER A. DOBLAR 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

FRANCIS E. IGO IV 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

KEN M. WOODS 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL’S CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, 
U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 AND 7064: 

To be lieutenant colonel 

KATHARINE M. E. ADAMS 
CHRISTOPHER K. ANDERSON 
DEIRDRE K. BAKER 
BRANDON R. BERGMANN 
RICHARD J. CONNAROE II 
GRETCHEN L. DAVENPORT 
DONEL J. DAVIS 
SHESSY T. DAVIS 

KATHERINE T. DENEHY 
JACK D. EINHORN 
SEAN P. FITZGIBBON 
DAVID L. FORD 
MATTHEW L. FORST 
SAMUEL GABREMARIAM 
ROBERT L. GADDY 
MATTHEW C. GALLAGHER 
MARK E. GARDNER 
EMILY E. GEISINGER 
DANIEL M. GOLDBERG 
TERRY J. GRIDER 
BRAD T. GWILLIM 
JOHN B. HABERLAND 
TYLER J. HEIMANN 
LATISHA IRWIN 
JOSEPH E. JORGENSEN 
JANAE M. LEPIR 
CYNTHIA MARSHALL 
ROBERTO C. MARTENS 
EVAN R. MATTHEWS 
BRUCE L. MAYEAUX 
MATTHEW T. MILLER 
ANTHONY M. OSBORNE 
ANGEL M. OVERGAARD 
AUTUMN R. PORTER 
SETH B. RITZMAN 
KURT M. ROWLAND 
ROBERT W. RUNYANS 
CRAIG M. SCROGHAM 
CHRISTOPHER S. SEXTON 
RICHARD J. SLEESMAN 
ANDREW D. SMITH 
KATHERINE M. SPENCER 
HEIDI M. STEELE 
RICHARD THOMAS 
LAURA B. WEST 
HANS P. ZELLER 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE 
ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 

To be colonel 

ALEJANDRO L. BUNIAG, JR. 
JASON J. COUGHENOUR 
MICHAEL W. WEAVER 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE 
ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 

To be colonel 

ERICA A. WHEATLEY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE 
ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 

To be colonel 

JAMISON S. NIELSEN 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE 
ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 

To be colonel 

ROBERT P. LEWIS 
SCOT W. MCCOSH 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

JADER A. MORALES 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

MOISES SALINAS 

IN THE MARINE CORPS 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES MA-
RINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be lieutenant colonel 

ERIC A. WALRAVEN 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES MA-
RINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be colonel 

DANIEL T. CELOTTO 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES MA-
RINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

JASON A. RETTER 

IN THE NAVY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR TEMPORARY 
APPOINTMENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE 
UNITED STATES NAVY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
605: 

To be lieutenant commander 

MITCHELL I. BELL 
LARRY W. BUCKNER II 
JOHN P. CHANATRY 
ANNA J. ELZEFTAWY 
CARLOS A. GAITAN 
JOSEPH M. GALLETDESTAURIN 
SEAN A. GARFOLA 
CHRISTINA A. GATTI 
SETH T. GLEASON 
BRADLI A. HOWARD 
DAVID I. JOHNSON 
JOSHUA C. JORGENSEN 
CURTIS A. KHOL, JR. 
MATTHEW J. LANOUE 
CHRISTOPHER W. MASTERS 
TALAAVE K. MEYERS 
CHEKOTE A. NADEN 
WILLIAM J. OQUINN 
MICHAEL W. QUINLAN 
PETER A. ROEMER 
SALVATORE SANNUTO 
NATHAN R. STAATS 
ROBERT W. STEELE II 
MICHAEL T. SULLIVAN 
LUKE C. TALBOT 
RICHARD M. TEMPLETON 
JOEL D. P. THOMAS 
ANDREW H. THOMPSON 
JAMES T. VANDENPLAS, JR. 
KARA VANSICE 
ALICIA J. VETTER 
DEREK P. VONDISTERLO 
DAVID J. WOODS 
PATRICK Z. X. YU 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be lieutenant commander 

MATTHEW C. DENNIS 

IN THE SPACE FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES 
SPACE FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be lieutenant colonel 

CHRISTINA N. GILLETTE 
D S. ROGERS 

IN THE COAST GUARD 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES COAST GUARD RESERVE TO THE 
GRADE INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
12203(A): 

To be captain 

MONIQUE M. ROEBUCK 
SUSANA E. LEE 
RUSSELL D. MAYER 

f 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate November 1, 2021: 

THE JUDICIARY 

TOBY J. HEYTENS, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE UNITED STATES 
CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT. 

BETH ROBINSON, OF VERMONT, TO BE UNITED STATES 
CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT. 
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